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The Republican party in danger of defeat, and some of the causes. San Francisco,
Cal., December 12th, 1870.

THE REPUBLICAN PARTY IN DANGER OF DEFEAT, AND SOME OF THE CAUSES.

San Francisco , Cal., December 12th, 1870.

Sir —

In consequence of the late rebellion, Congress (the Republican party) passed numerous laws holding
out inducements and making promises to soldiers and seamen, which the administrators of these
laws have failed to execute, and thereby the faith of the government and administration has been
violated and broken. Effect—dissatisfaction, repudiation, and votes for the democrats, rapidly
approaching the defeat and overthrow of the republicans.

EXAMPLES.

February 24th, 1864, Congress authorized transfers from the Army to the Navy—comparatively few
who were transferred received prize money, and upon the passage of the Bounty Act of July 28th,
1866, were not included in its benefits—no one disputes the fact, that had they remained in the
Army they would have received the benefits of the law.

They are dissatisfied with good reasons, and with their friends vote for the Democrats out of spite
and revenge.

The bounties authorized by joint resolutions of January 13th and March 3d, 1864, are unequal in
their applications, and unsatisfactory—cause grave and just complaints, curses, and large gains in
the democratic vote.

The healing salve is the fair and equitable passage of the Equalization Bill, including and putting the
Navy on precisely the same footing from the commencement of the war.

Deserters who voluntarily returned to duty under President Lincoln's proclamation of March 10th,
1863, should also be included in its provisions and benefits.

The technicalities practised by the Pay Department is a source of great complaint, and unworthy the
meanest pettifogger.
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[EXAMPLE.]

Henry A. Buttner enlisted in the District of Columbia Volunteers early in 1861, for three months
—served his time and was honorably discharged. In eight days after, (August 1st, 1861,) enlisted
in Company H, Twenty-ninth New York Volunteers, for two years, and was honorably discharged,
June 20th, 1863, by reason of Expiration of term of service , and he is refused the original bounty of
$100, Act of July 22d, 1861, and $50 additional, Act of July 28th, 1866, “because his services were not
continuous,” having been mustered out some six weeks before the expiration of two years under
his last enlistment, by no fault of his own, (probably by muster out of the organization,) although the
time of actual service under both enlistments was twenty-five and a half months, and an interval of
only eight days between his first discharge and second enlistment.

Section 10 of the Act Making Appropriations for Sundry Civil Expenses, &c.. approved July 28th, 1866,
is as follows:

“ And be it further enacted , That there is hereby appropriated for the payment of traveling expenses
of the members of the First Regiment of Michigan Cavalry from the place in Utah Territory where
they were mustered out of service, in the year eighteen hundred and sixty-six, to the place of
their enlistment, a sum sufficient to allow each member three hundred and twenty-five dollars,
deducting 2 therefrom the amount paid to each for commutation of travel, pay, and subsistence,
by the Government, when thus mustered out, and that the accounts be settled and paid under the
direction of the Secretary of War.”

Now what is the plain meaning and intent of this law? Does it by any just and fair construction
exclude any soldier of that regiment, honorably discharged, from its benefits? Yes; the Secretary
of War has the credit or odium of construing the Act to include and mean only those who were
mustered out by the ending of the war!

Those who happened to be so unfortunate as to be discharged a few days before, by “ Expiration of
term of service ,” were denied the benefits of the law for some two or three years—this decision has
recently been reversed, and those who were discharged by “ Expiration of term ” have been paid.

Section 7 of the Act making Appropriations for the Army, approved March 2d, 1867, was based and
predicated upon the above named Act, and reads as follows:

“Sec: 7. And be it further enacted , That the Pay-Master-General be authorized to pay, under such
regulations as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, in addition to the amount received by them, for
the traveling expenses of such California and Nevada volunteers as were discharged in New Mexico,
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Arizona, or Utah, and at points distant from the place or places of Enlistment, such proportionate
sum according to the distance traveled as have been paid to the troops of other States similarly
situated; and such amount as shall be necessary to pay the same is hereby appropriated out of any
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.”

This Act has also been construed like the afore-mentioned one, and only those who were discharged
by the ending of the war have been paid, and this in the face of the action of the Senate—under
Senator Cole's amendment to the Army Appropriation Bill—(See Daily Globe of February 25th, 1869.)
A recent re-construction of the Act by the Pay Department has concluded to pay those who were
discharged for Disability , in addition to those who were discharged by the ending of the war.

It is notorious but very few California volunteers were discharged in New Mexico by the ending of
the war—they were sent by the Government to San Francisco and discharged and paid off here.
Some were discharged at Fort Yuma (just within the limits of California) and from seven hundred to
one thousand miles (or thereabouts) from their places of enlistment, “by the ending of the war ,” and
they are refused additional travel pay on the grounds “that they were discharged within the limits of
the State of California!! ” Another artful dodge to deprive the soldier of his just and equitable rights.
Most of these soldiers were obliged to expend from two hundred and fifty to four hundred dollars,
undergoing innumerable hardships in returning to their homes.

These men, with their numerous friends and sympathisers, will not vote the republican ticket till this
just law is fairly and squarely executed, and all who were honorably discharged, for any cause , are
paid.

[EXAMPLE.]

On the 8th of October, 1867, Special Order No. 463 was issued from the War Department, when
President Grant was Secretary of War adinterim , granting to soldiers enlisting in the Atlantic States
and discharged on the Pacific Coast, travel pay by the Isthmus of Panama. John T. Nolan enlisted
in New York and was discharged at Alcatraces Island (harbor of San Francisco) October 24th, 1867
—discharged endorsed “ An excellent soldier ,” and was paid by Col. S. Woods, same day. Made
application for additional travel pay under the above named order and was first refused because the
discharge was endorsed by Col. Woods “ paid in full ”—it was afterwards disallowed on the ground
that he was discharged and paid while the order was in transitu!! Had the poor devil been discharged
a few days later (after the receipt of the order) he would have been paid the additional travel pay via
Panama and no questions asked. The correspondence upon this matter was sharp , extended, and
amusing —the Second Comptroller at one time being practically ordered by the Secretary of War to
pay it—an immediate interview with the Secretary, which Mr. Brodhead condescended to relate in
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detail to me, resulted in Mr. Brodhead coming out victorious in the contest—the Secretary of War
backing down, and Nolan and others similarly situated (swindled) deprived of their just dues.

Do you think these men will vote the republican ticket?

Regulations for the government of the United States Navy (Blue Book) paragraph 1141, reads as
follows:

“When enlisted men are honorably discharged, within the United States, from vessels returning from
sea, they shall be entitled to three cents per mile as traveling expenses from the place of discharge
3 to the place of enlistment, if within the United States; and this allowance will be paid by the Pay-
Master of the vessel, with the final account of the person entitled thereto.”

Under this Rule or law the Navy Department were in the habit of paying mileage, on application of
the party entitled thereto, (the Pay-Masters generally or always declining for some reason to pay
it on settlement with the seaman) and there was no difficulty in collecting it through the Fourth
Auditor's office with his usual promptness, until in the early part of 1869. During the month of
February, 1869, numerous seamen discharged at Mare Island made application for mileage under
the above Rule, who were all discharged and made application before the 31st day of March, 1869,
upon which day the following Circular or order was issued:

“No. 14. Navy Department, Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting , Washington , March 31st, 1869.

Sir,

The Bureau would inform you that men who are “honorably discharged” on the expiration of their
service at your Station, “at their own request,” are not entitled to transportation to an Atlantic port,
nor are they entitled to any traveling allowance according to paragraph No. 1141.

Very respectfully, Your obedient servant, (Signed) M. SMITH, Chief of Bureau.

Rear Admiral T. T. CRAVEN, Commandant Navy Yard, Mare Island, California.”

At the time of issuing the above Circular, the discharges and applications of these men were on
file in the Fourth Auditor's office, and going through the process of adjustment upon precisely the
same circumstances that numerous others had been adjusted and paid—but making the order
retrospective and ex post facto these claims were all suspended or disallowed, and remain so till
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the present time. And upon what pretext are they thus rejected? “for the reason that they were
discharged at Mare Island at their own request.”

At whose request should they have been discharged upon expiration of term of service, if not
by their own? But a further reason is adduced why they should not be paid—“they were offered
transportation.”

There is no evidence on their discharges that they were “offered transportation” or “discharged at
their own request,”—but suppose they were “offered transportation,” how, or in what manner was it
offered?

Some few weeks before the expiration of their terms, the ship's writer or some other person goes
forward and announces: “All you men who want to go home, go aft”!

Suppose these men had elected to go home, (as some did,) how would they have been sent home?
The Commandant would have made a requisition on the Naval Paymaster of this port, and he would
have gone to the Mail Steamship office in this city and purchased passage tickets to New York,
paying $71 in gold coin each, therefor, when the amount in currency would have been about $102,
the value at that time 73 cents, making a difference of some three dollars between the amount for
passage, had they elected to have gone home, and what the Department were paying on application
at that time.

The action of the Government indicates an intention to make not only the three dollars difference,
but under a retroactive order or Circular repudiate the whole amount of some twenty-seven hundred
dollars due as many men!! This course might not seem so utterly untenable had they not since, and
are now daily allowing and paying claims of exactly the same merits and status —even those, where
the facts are expressed on the face of discharges that they were “discharged at their own request!”
Such action is unworthy our Government, and any party or administration adopting such will fail of
support and endorsement.

These men, with those whom they can influence, won't vote the republican ticket.

In 1863 a batallion of six companies was raised in the northern part of California, duly mustered
into the United States service, and detailed to operate in that section of the State in the suppression
of Indian hostilities. They were mostly farmers, ranchmen, and permanent citizens of that region,
engaged in various industries, and intimately and personally interested in the suppression of the
Indians in their vicinity. Their object being accomplished, and desirous of returning to their neglected
4 farms and homes, they asked to be mustered out of the service and discharged. The request
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was granted, and they were accordingly discharged, in the months of May and June of 1865, after
the ending of the war . Those who had served two years were paid at the time of discharge one
hundred dollars bounty; but the most of them had served less than two years, were refused bounty
when discharged, and the applications of all for additional bounty, under the act of July 28th, 1866,
have been denied, under the pretence that “they were discharged at their own request!” Had they
remained a few days longer in the service, they would have been discharged by the ending of the war
, and received the benefit of the bounty laws. These men are indignant at the treatment they have
received from the administration, and will not sustain it with their votes.

Fairness, justice, and policy should characterize the administration, by a liberal construction and
administration of the laws towards the Army and Navy in the late war, and unless such a course is
speedily adopted the defeat of the administration is sure. With such facts, and many others of a
kindred nature, I can go before any community and constituency and defeat any applicant for either
presidential or congressional distinction and favor.

I have thus taken this course to present the above named cases, and my views to the republican
members of Congress, and the administration, for the reason that I cannot conveniently visit
Washington and communicate them in person.

The omission of Congress to enact just and equal laws, and the neglect or refusal of the accounting
officers in the several Departments to fairly and justly execute laws and orders already in force,
are reprehensible and without excuse or justification. They are on a par with the action of the
Copperhead Board of State Examiners of the State of California, (the Governor, Attorney General,
and Secretary of State,) who refuse to pay the California Volunteers bounties and Relief Pay under
the laws of 1863 and 1864, on the grounds of the law, applicable only to individuals, “barred after
four years by Statute of limitations”!!

Respectfully, J. R. ROBINSON.

Please give this letter a careful perusal - before consigning it to the Waste Basket—It contains
matters of importance to every Republican

Respectfully J. R. Robinson

Hon Schuyler Colfax

Vice President U. S. Washington D. C.
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