R. D. HUME'S REPLY TO E. B. BURNS.

Shows Up the Sort of a Man Who is Trying to Injure his Chances for Re-Election,
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[ From Daily COAST MAIL. May 27th.]

A dodger signed by E. B,

Butns, captain of the Copper
slatements

intended to injure R, D,

Queen, and making
Hume
in his candidacy for the legisla-

ture, was circulated Monday v

Marshfield, and Mr. Hume being
notiled sent the following reply:

Ep! MArL:="This man Durns
has been on Rogue river for a
number of years chasing phan.
toms. IHe has made no  success
of anythiog he has undertaken,
His gasolene boat the Copper
disabled many
times and repaired at my shop,

Queen has been

every  accommodation  having

been given him. His Lusiness
he has pretended heretofore was
mining, but lately he has built a
sipall saw mill up the tiver. The
schooner Free Trade came here

W n cargo ol abont 15,000 feet

ol Inmber about threes weeke ago.
It had two aud a Lall tous of
trenghit for Mr. Burns and a hold
full for the copper mill.  ‘The
freight waz  discharged at my
warelouse there being vo wharf-
age paid by the schooner Free
Trade. When the Copper Queen
went to Coos Bay she ook « load
from my wharfl and also paid no
wharfage, When the freight
was discharged by the schooner
Free Trade I asked the captain
to haul her up to the end of my
wharl where she counld lay in
safety, aud 1 said to the captain |
hope you will leave her at the
vhar! and not anchior her in  the
fishing grounds so as to interfere

After some
with Mr. Bum’s
employees the captain took the
Free Trade into the middle of
the river and anchored Ler right
in the fishing grounds, My fish-
ermen got their nets fouled be-
sides having them spoiled and
torn. I then wrote the captain
that if he did not move her 1
would bring suit against him,
He moved (o another place which
was out of the way, and staved a
day or so, but finally moved back
unear where he first anchored,
The Free 1'rade was in the river
nearly three weeks, and had she
been in any other river the fish-
ermen would have set hier adrift.
Rather than have any trouble 1

with the fisliernen,
conversation

let the matter pass, although the
residents here were so inlignant
that had 1 brought suit he would
sutely have been cmnched,

I have pever meddled with
Mr, Llurss in any way. Anyone
knows that the mouth of the
river s open and he can go and
come when the weather permits,
and he can run his boat up the
river just as far as the river will
permit in its natural condition.
I have put no bounds wuor put
any obstruction in his way. He
has made a great talk of opposi-
tion to we while I have said
nothing regarding his affairs. 1
will say however that my method

of business makes it difficult for
him to run on jaw=bone in this

county for any great length of
time, as I pay cash, and he gets
into the hands of the sheriffevery

now and then. His capital stock
consists of tales of great mining
property he cannot
work on account of that man
Hume. DBy these tools he catches
a few suckers who dole out for
Lim in homeopathic doses enough
cash for him to partially recover
from the last sheriffs sale of his
property which was pzid for by
the contributions of a previous
run of the same sort.

The men who are working fot
him at Gold Beach are anxiously
awaiting his return, and if the
sack does not countain sufficient
to pay what he owes them there
will be another visit from the
sherifl.

My opponent, Mr. Guthridge,
was in the employ of Mr, Burns,
or of some of the parties interest-
ed with him, but he quit him a
few days ago, aud he Lad to take
his pay in sugar as long as it
lasted, but I believe there is not
sweelening enough to go round,

Respctfully yours,
R. D. Huwme,

In corroboration of Mr, Hume's

owns but

‘tatements of this man Burns'
worthlessuess, it may be stated
that several of thg collectors in
Marshfield have® had for some
time aud still have claims against
Buarns which they are unable to
collect, and that! some of the

Marshfield merchants are in the
same boat. This fact is easily
verified and vames of collectors
and me-chantscan be furnished
if desired.

TONGUE REPLIES TO
COOS BAY NEWS

Shows Agaig that Coos County's In-
terests Mave Not Been Neglected
By MNim. |

The fo'lowing letter in reply to an od=- |
ftorial appoaring in the Coos Day Nows
wat provonted Lo the editor of that pu-|

per with & request that he publish it, |
but he declived to do so, :

Waslington D. C. May 9, 1902, |
To Tur Knzon or Titk News,

inage ol Coos Day during the last calen-

dar year amounted to 134 634 tons, and
that as the appropriation war for nearly

'three yoars, it was only & very small

portion of $1.60 per ton, and therefore

| meeuse mo of joggling with figures,

Mr, Editor, either through misunder-
standing or otherwise, you havc cer-
talnly not represented correctly the
meaning of my letter. Referring to the
appropriation for the month of the Cols
umbis River, and describing its critical
condition, 1 nsed this language.

“Yeot while the appropristion carricd
by the present bill ie by far the largest
evor mwade for that river, and is inlended

prapriation will at rome time be made
in the sundry civil bill, Tt is not expect-
od that this appropriation can be made
available, or will be made available,
during a period of less than three years,
The appropriation of 1899 for Coos Bay
was all caeh, was available at once, and
could hiave been expended wholly with-
in one year, and was expected and in-
tended 1o be expended in two years,

You then givea statement of tonnage,
which il correct, and had been the ton-
'noge to which 1 had referred, would
'show that the appropriation was not
| $1.60 por ton, Duot, Mr. Editor, this is

not a fair statemnt, The figurea given

'to cover the expenditures for at least \o nrr impson may have beea correct.

Mi. Eprron -—A friend has forwarded | three years, it is only about $#1.00 per 1 am not inclined to dispute them, Bat

to me a copy of an editorial tnken from |
your paperduring last month, comment- i
ing upon wy lo

ton for the annual traffie in a bill, car-
rying $60,000,000, Whilethe approprias

fiox ta Aha Goags BRatt | tions for two years for the entrance to .

| the River and Harbor Committee and
| Congress both deal with the commerce
reported by government officers, We

While the «ditorial s somewhat | Coos Bay carried in the bill of 1890, of ),.v0 1o knowledge of tonnage gathered

lenghty most of it consista of general
comment, and gome calling of names.
But practically the truth of every state-
ment of my lotter to the Coasr Marw but |

one is admitted, Oue part seems to eall
for some reply, You say;

“T'ho appropristion lor two yoara for |
the entraneo 1o Coon ay by the bill of
1809, Lo enys, was $1.50 per ton,”’

You then progeed to quots ﬁgﬁuli
furonisked by Mr. Bimpion to the New
Year'a Oregonion, sayiog - that the ton-

£30,000,000 were $1.60 per ton." There
could be no other meaning to this ex-
cept that the $1.60 per ton referred to
the annual tonnage of Coos Bay as well
as of the Columbia river,

Thore is this difference, Of the appros
pration for the Columbia river, only one-
third of it 18 in cash, none of the other
copld be avnilable untib-after one year>
The two-thirds is not appropriated yet,
The Becretary of War ia authorized to
aake the contract fer ity and the ap-

by private parties, no knowledge of the
method veed to procure it, or of ils cor-
rectness, It may be as correct as the
fignrea made by the government
officere, but we know Lhe
uted by the government oflicers,
they are uniform through the whole of
the United States, and in any compari-
son of commerce in order to judge the
meorite ol rivers or harbors seeking im-
provement, itis fair to all eections to
usé the statistice furnished by the gov-

methods

lthndnm. It was these figures
to which I referred in relerence to the
traffic both at the mouth of the Colum-
bin River and lor Coos Bay., The re-
ports ot the Eongincers are made in
about the month of October, As the
traffic in for the ealander year, necessar-
ily the Inst reporls we have is for the
year preceding the time when the re-
port Is made. Tha Iatest report belore
the commities at the time the Inst
river and harbor bill was passed, and
the one upon which the appropriation
was based wes 103,139 tons. The ap~
propriation was not exacily §1.00 per
ton, but nearly enough for all practieal
purposes.

The last ten years ol tonnage given by
the report ol engineers lor Cooe Day in
an follows:

1 R Sl e g 242 8% tons,
1502 .+136,065 "
1893 ,...v ou. vroe e e ]00,044 "
186, . vevnaennenis s 100,108 >
1600,  iai seieieses 188,544 ° 4
(T R 144,534 .
T LT T 115,59% "
1000, cvr oo vevsnmanunes 103,089 i
RO i v v RMRBOY 44
e P IR R 104,204 "

The report for 1901 bas not yet been
made and was not before the Committee,
| But, Mr. Editor, what is the materi.
| ality of all this? It isa mere play npon
{worde, My letter to the Coasr MaiL
| was not intended to refine upon percen~
tagos, but to refute the claims that [ had
been negligent of the interests of Coos
County, Io your reply, you admit prac-
tically every statement that | have made.
I showed that inthe last River and Har-
bor bill passed betore I was a member
of Congrese carrying $72,000,000, the
whole ol the appropriations for streams
in which Coos County is interested
amount to $146,5300. Even of this $27,-
300 was so tied up ae not to be available,
In that Coogress, Oregon had a mem-
ber ol the River and Harbor Committee
in the House, and on the Committes
of Finance in the Senate. It had a full
delegation. In 1508, the bill passed af-
ter I was elected to Congress, carried
but $30,000,000 in all, while the appro-
priations for the rivers and harbors
within and adjoining Coos Connty,
amounted to $202,000, In other words,
in this small bill, nothing like hall as
large as the bill of 1804, CoosCounty re-
ceived over 56,000 more than in the bill
of 1506, In the bill of 1806, the appro-
priations for the Columbia River and for
Oregon Rivers and harbore, in cash, and
authorized contracts, amounted to $1,-
4,890 and in that of 1800, $480,000,
Before I became a member of Congress,
Coos County received 14 per cent vl the
amount appropristed for Oregon rivers
and barbors, including the Columbia
River. In the bill passed after | became
a member of Congress, it received 410 per
cent. Doea this look like neglectiog
your intereste? Yet these facts are ad-
witted. [ havo said Lthe appropriations
for 1894 for Coos County amounted to
§146,800, Of this amount, $27,39%0 was
for the construction of a dredge, leaving
vothing with which to operate it, and
#o conld not be used. At the request of
youruitizens, I eecured legislation mak-
ing that amount available, and it was
used in dredging of the Hogsback. Was
that neglecting your interests, or as yon
intimate in & preyious editorial, show=
ing hostility to Coos county? 1 point=
od out in the lelter to which you refler,
efforts encecssiully carvied out, prevent-
ing the importation of 340,000 tons of
cosl sunoally into San Francisco, {ree of
duty, competing with yourecoal, by
fraudulent evasion of the laws. There

Oregon, Was this a neglect of your In
terosta? ] .

Bat, Mr, Fditor, what ia the come
plaint that you are endeavoring to make”
In what particular do you mean toclaim’
that I have failed in duty to Coos Bay?
The iotimation is becavse 1 have not
been able to secure an appropriation for
restoring the height of the felty at ite
sea end, Itis not always poesible for
one man in‘a body composed of 357
members to secure all he attempts 6
secure, or all he wants to secure, iEvery
effort that I could possibly exert, wes
used to induce the Committes to appro-
priate the necessary sim to restore the
jetty. Every effort was met by the
statoment of the Engineers that the
money was not needed. They claim
that to raise the jetty tem feet high

the mouth of Coos Bay a single inch.
They say it was expected to sink more
or less, and will probably sink some-
whai more, and that it was built higher
than neceseary for that purpose. The
sinking, they allege, has not affected its
eficiency, that it has not produced any
shallowing of the channel and they be-
lieve it will not produce s shallow-
ing of the channel. Colonel McKen-
zie, who is practically the Chiel of
Engineers, 8o far as Oregon improve-
ments are concerned, came before the
Committee, and stated very emphatical.
ly that he conld not recommed an ap-
propriation at this tims,

Bat, Mr, Editor, this isa very large
country. There gre contemplated im-
provements of rivers and harbors within
the United States, where estimates have
been made by the Engineering Depari-
ment, and where expenditures are re-
commended by the Eogineering Dapart-
ment, aggregating in all, & cost of §240,
000,000, besidea those provided for in the
pending bill, and for which not one dol-
lar was appropriated. It was impossible
with any reasonably sized bill to make
all improvements that were needed, or
that were recommended. A bill a year
ago was practically framed, carrying
$60,000,000. It was understood that the
present bill could not exceed that a-
mount, Of an addition was made in one
place it must be taken off somewhere
else, No member knew but what it
would be taken off the improvments
within his own State. The result was
that every member *of the Committea
criticieed with a greatdeal of minute carg

very claim for an increase. 1 think you
can see where the Commitiee was com-
pelled to deeline appropriating money in
so many places where it was actually
needed. and actually recommended by
the Engineering Department. how dif-
fieult it would be to secure an approp-
riation egainet the recommendation,
and over the protests of the Engineer-
ing department,and where they assert it
is aot needed.
cisely the situation with which I was
confronted, It waa impossible to se-
cure the appropriation, though every
effort wai made that was possible. The
Committee felt that it had been reason-
ably liberal in its appropriations for
(‘oos Bay., Certainly the appropriations
bave been as large, and probably lar-
ger than almost any other improvement
in the United States in proportion to
the commeree., This was another mat-
ter that the Committee took into con-
sideration.

There wag otill angther matter to
whigh the Committes did mot fail to call
attention. You will notice that the a-
mount of commerce has not increased,

Cont inued on Bixth page.

are no other coal producing sections in |
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wonld pot increase the depth of water at

And yet, this was pre- -




