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QALL ABOUT ThE BEESWAX OF NEBALEM BEACH

No_ Doubt It

-

Is Part of the Wreck of a Spanish Vessel,
Probably En Route to Mexico

O. F. Stafford, Professor of Chemistry, University of
Oregon, Gives the Facts and Opinions
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First Historical Mention. -
b writer e saye he had no dounbt
" ol | of 2 A- Yet the facts regarding
wa < Ll 4 el v this officinl wax s found, as reported L+
T o woxt | b3 W. Miller, of Portland . arée absolutely incompatible with
« who, COEn 4 that it was pronounced credible ocourranca of beeswax, It
’ [ : £ be noted, howeaver, | v zlmply a matter of requiring more
pan officlal geo- | he employ of the 1 stlon, and the article Is virtuaily
ET made an | I same shmple E | ‘an appeial for wuch,
ex A " [ = 1 T it was beesswax, |
2 . | | Insufficient Prool.
SR} \ ind an- i b I h to Two articles were almost (mmedjately
= 1o whethe 5 wub- .
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i t 1y | was 1tipn of ® seriss of three D . Tha first was from Judge J
: : g | / i il giv byl = » (New York) during the | Wi tsham, of Tacomu, Wash,, who
141 } i t detaills given by The first of these, ap- |-‘|"f-v\€ by reference to. the writings of
= . ; | an those of Jume 16, W | ke, Davidaon and Davis. that many
o | nt Hntd re- | Il head curator in | s of Oriental vessels “actuaily
NP 1 : e navigator, | ,_.J“":"'_' United Statos b rred supon  American  shores,
ko | x 1897 1t in . "“h":""'_""- and |7 t therefore n wreck as the source
1 I mples of Nehalem WaAX wns at any rate within the
- ) y | . -'-'?:“M‘f‘-!‘ '-i"'| . limits of possibllity., He nlzo calls at-
" ! t Quoting from thi= article tonition to an error mado in the informa-
o . material ciosely re- | tign o Mr. Merrill regarding the aimonnt
L " with hee ;\a\ | of wax that had been recovered—no sush
I . have been | "
T "1“,_9:‘ eonditiony | OuAntitles as those mentioned weare ever
u \ i . 1, The ma- | found. -
hes The second artcle wiad¥ from tha pgn of
' mp . | C. D. Hiscox, of New York. It Iz & iit-
! a . W 187 ¥ Davidson s léal condltion | tle peeuliar i that It leaves thoe réader
ol fr | wux Gej idences of the ';:‘] ':1}',;5;“‘“ ' with a strong doubt abhout its writer ever
[ J 1 b (et 19 caine 1 b | having even seen a sumple of Nehalem
el re - - L W, sil sizos up t waX. There i= given a. desoription, to
A Bl in u lifornia Aca nocurs in the wand, | be sure. which wauld apply » well
' of S angd . M. Davis In & « ciams At low | to true bosawax, Nehalom wax, or ozoke-
Ve ;I .l,‘ | mu 1l American Antiqua gt l}l: rite, but from the language of the artiele
b : : 168e > It ls Impossible 160 say which was meant.
: | For the rest the antho? evidently simply
" ; g that  roar congulted a dictionary and reprodu
5 i u1 TR I forelgn v Int of =iatistica for ozokerite. Although
e : = 0 | hetEos] ‘_ .I i o i | « weiiae | thisa article 1s often eited as an muthori-
ko oy ! o b A e s e difticults in discuewlons of Nehslem wax. such
nl\., |.\__ { [ niito have thone ne deporit ol ! bt dnie on Is not justified for the reason thal
il 0 ‘ A9 L wax wae « y ANy onuse than the | * "I“_”,“ ’ i not tp-be foumd in It & single =ig-
b b s Y i s thing trad pocepted as its origin— | ol Be by In a shigle nificant statement for which there ls any
PEDAVEL pRcIies xS B e sy wrellied  vese only differenoce | ! guantities na rigd over du proof,
! ex % - e e = : rrespondent The situation, after these dovelopments
ey ¥ Yl 1 s opinion  Apj the matler wak | | I 4 i T = ' f h 1 |
PPer=omnal Corroboration. P i the voassl, | i n mined of 1843 was nol altogether cienr to the
cRuvding wirls i P i - llf'“*j-l “‘-'I' averago ditizen without selontife training
Ha nf | S0mo e L of Spanish | g “': i e | who might be intervstied In unusual nat-
bt raliip « or Jupane Ty ural products of his country. The old
f howaover, o AW ILNHMEL Wiy | Coneerning t bellef that Nehalsm wax was beeswax,
upon ed by two cumstnnces. | . mtecuht the eresent | wWhile nol entirely discredited, was at
Jracthinr . an. opinion rendared reg: It i» hérm xiven in | any rate saddenly In the doobtful list.
Sllas of the wax by the comimnis- more information on | Phe doctor® were unable lo agree, ap-
Wiloss ras W dauginter arge of the Ausirian axhibil - parently, which waas further proof that
sOp < { miwiy. Mr. 8 ‘olumblan Sxpdsition. A part of The abov ation e obviously | there were at least two sidéa o the gues-
Moy tudy ot f hibit consisted of ozokerite. & wax | an  admissi iets mystification | tion And if this were s0, why not the
mothar's peoph » a resialt of p ul origln which s of considerable | upon the part of lts writer. Ho has [jitle | possibility of great jedges of this mate-
paslgne the aarilest wlnin_:ﬂ of I nomic importance. und the commis- | doubt nbout the substance being "bees | rial—at 13 conts per pound? Or. better yvef.
men Lo three ge > pocasions, the pec. | nloner In chiurge did not hesitate to poee | wax: In fact, in a later mote to the | wideapread strata of ofl-bearing sands
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use for the wax, and thern g no Known
record of any considerable trade inm tht
snhatanes by -the eoarly whiles. The f
hint of any extensive trafflic is o
In the unaubstantiated report refler 1
above that six were shippoed 1o HHa
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What Analj Show.
| Now as to the snalyses reporied to
prove the substance ozokerile A
e liming word of explan
ite brdught from oeisawhers . 1 i .
aatances, although wvary similar herey perhaps, in order
'S rnl compasition, are veadily d bes In the 1= of eaveryone
by | tests. H. N, gt | ar idem of the difficuities to be met
of ihe chemists of The Geologionl Surve
| to whom It a refarred for ‘examination, | In  considering questions of this kind.
WIYE “The substan in question is rharp- nre hae curiously made a prenl niany
Iy distinguished from ozokerite and other | #14] 1 g 3
thi sucl ‘uy tha rheres hey
paraffine by its 4asy decomposition by | things In such & way that ‘whereas the
phirle acld, ax arg fundamentally entirely different, they
ng with aleoho I may possessy ceriain resemblances which
h dle=oly In hot A kit 1 enlve ovon ¢ | -
acide throw down a. | Are chlculated Lo deecelve even experienc-
In view of (his behavier l ¢d observers unless they exergise sreat
the In evidently wax and nol | cpution, « Rock orvstnl and dimmond, for
“”I‘[‘"r'"ll_ L v Ads l'r-xumpir-.. may restmble each other so
e J.ﬂf.‘ <.n|.n point ”'3‘:'“_‘ ‘f‘l ,‘,*'_-" S0 as to make It d1iMe for even AN exy
Stokes is & degrees. centris e, which ¢ 'ika 11 which 4a fr isual R
| responde 1o that of bossw and  distin to'tell which 18 from a visual or tactjls
gulslies it from waz of other kinds known | examination, Chemical analyses or
to trade. morea exfct physical examination=. how-
A summary of the evidence presented | sver, at once revenl the Afferonce 1t
by Dr. DHler shows conclusively that the | yhe presont case It f& a matt of Jls-
wax deposit ls confined, s0 far as in | (ingulshing between tha weall-Known suh-
known, to i singls locallty, the Nehalem | gtuner. beeswax and omokterite, the Intter,
#pit, and that fragments found up the | |n jix natura]l state Delng = wuxy Ime
Nehalem, or scattered along the conat, | terjal yarving In calor from
might #asily be. accounted for as incidens | white through many shades of
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one wha might depend 1 i Mers ex-
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the chemlieal properties of the substance
must be dependmd upon, the determin-
atlon of wihlch can be madé, only with
expensive a&p ances and with » cons=id.
sruble expemditure of tims., A hasly eox-
amhation not actompanind by chemiond
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the reports of analyses offerad In sappior
of the omvkerite Men have & B
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will take bul a moment to pass them in
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the Government solentists already =lven,
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fopllow Immedintely,

Facts Discussod,

A. review of the statements of auihor-
Ity under consideration should begin
with montion of the oplilon rendered by
the Austrian commissloner ot €hloago
and the paper by Hiscox, both of which
have bedn discussed above. The Tiear.
born Drug & Chemical Company, of Chi-
cajgo, made a report to Dr. August (.
Kinney, of Asloria, lmu_t:ulnx thit the
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