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SYMBOLS

Single angle brackets indicate material crossed out but decipherable.
French quotation marks indicate editorial interpretations of illegible words.
Square brackets indicate editorial interpolations.

Three dots indicate a missing word.

Four dots indicate two or more missing words.

A superior zero placed after the manuscript source indicates that the
entire letter is in Roosevelt’s handwriting.

A small capital, a, B, c, etc,, placed after a letter number indicates that
that letter was acquired and inserted after the original manuscript had gone
to press.
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5916 * TO ARTHUR HAMILTON LEE Lee Mss.
Opyster Bay, September 4, 1914

Dear Arthur: 1 cannot refrain from sending you a line of affection and sym-
pathy in these terrible and trying hours. It is very difficult to gain a clear
idea of what has happened. It seems, however, to have been shown that the
British Army has fought admirably. There is no use of my commenting in
any way on the military situation, because it will doubtless have changed
completely by the time you receive this. The attitude of the English people
seems to be on the whole admirable. I have been greatly impressed by every-
thing that Kitchener has said and done. He is indeed a strong man. I have also
been immensely pleased with all that Lord Roberts has done.! How com-
pletely this war seems to have justified his teachings for the past few years!
I was particularly pleased at his severe comment on people who persist in
making a fetish of sports and pastimes in this moment of the nation’s need.
Of course you have some creatures who represent types with which we
over here are only too familiar — the unhung traitor Keir Hardie, the blue-
rumped ape Bernard Shaw, and the assemblage of clever and venomous but
essentially foolish and physically timid creatures of the type of the editors of
the Nation.

If it is any comfort to you to know that there are others who in minor
degree have cause for suffering, we on this side of the water can give you
that comfort. With all your suffering you are playing a heroic part, and
whatever Germany’s successes or failures on the continent, England is as cer-
tain to win now as she was to win against Napoleon a century ago if only
she will be true to herself; and so far she has given every proof that she in-
tends to be true to herself. On this side of the water at the moment there is
no opportunity for the display of heroic qualities, and not the slightest in-
dication that there will be a desire to display them if the need arose. Wilson

1Lord Roberts in the decade before the First World War had devoted himself to
the cause of national service — that is, compulsory military training. Approving of
Haldane’s army reforms, he nevertheless believed they were insufficient to prepare
a force to deal with the conditions of modern warfare. In the few years immediately
preceding the war he tried to rouse public opinion in support of more drastic
changes in army recruitment and training. With the coming of the war he joined
at Asquith’s request the first war council which determined the destmgtlon of the
original British Expeditionary Force. Early in November he was appm‘nted at the
age of eighty-two the colonel-in-chief of a force dispatched from India into France.
Leaving England on the eleventh of November to “hearten the men of the country
which had been so long his military home,” he died three days later at Saint-Omer
on active service. “Three hundred miles of cannon spoke / When the master gun-

ner died.”
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and Bryan leave the navy scattered, and slightly but steadily deterioratil_lg: b?-
cause not assembled for maneuvers. They have passed a procession of idiotic
universal arbitration treaties with Paraguay and similar world powers, and all
the apostles of the utterly inane scream joyfully that this shows that the
United States does not need any battleships, and that if Europe had only had
these treaties there never would have been any war! One curious feature of
the professional pacificists, the peace-at-any-price men, is that in the crisis
they always tend to support the apostles of brutal violence. Most of them
now have a sneaking admiration for Germany. I think this admiration pro-
ceeds primarily from fear, for the great bulk of them are physically timid
men, and at bottom are only concerned in covering their own abjectness with
high-sounding phrases. Therefore their tendency is to lick the hand which
they fear may strike them, and to confine their assaults upon honest men who
fight for right.

It seems to me that Edward Grey has borne himself peculiarly well in
these trying and difficult times. He showed clearly that he was a statesman
of the Timoleon and John Hampden, the Washington and Lincoln school;
that nothing could persuade him to do wrong to any other nation, weak or
strong, or to be a party to such wrongdoing; but that on the other hand, no
menace of danger could make him shrink from insisting upon right being
done in return; and he has not hesitated to draw the sword rather than
submit to wrongdoing.

Give my dearest love to Ruth, and remember me to any friend who you
think would care to have such remembrance from me. Faithfully yours

§917 * TO WILLIAM ALLEN WHITE Roosevelt Mss.
Oyster Bay, September 14, 1914

Dear White: Oh Lord, I wish you could be in my place for a little while! I
am speaking literally, not figuratively, when I say that there are certainly a
dozen states, each of which has demanded that I spend so much time with it
this fall that I could not devote very much time to all the other states com-
bined. Here in New York the situation was that we could not get anybody
to run on the Progressive ticket whom we were willing to support, until I
gave my solemn pledge to give practically all of October to the ticket. I do
not expect that we shall do very well in New York, but when it became evi-
dent that there was no element worth considering in the Republican Party
which would join with us in a fight against the Republican machine, the only
alternative was to get as good a ticket as possible and make the fight; and
that could not be done if I did not give the pledge I did.

I have told them to wire you that I will give you two speeches in Kansas.
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My dear fellow, it is not because I am disagreeable that I refuse to do more.
I appreciate absolutely all you say about Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Kansas, Colo-
rado, Louisiana and California, but I have done the best I could with letters
in both places.! In California Hiram Johnson and Heney are entirely satisfied
with what I did, and I think Costigan, Casement and Dodge? are satisfied
also about Colorado. You have forgotten Pennsylvania, which I can assure
you hasn’t any idea that there is anything for me to go anywhere else and
is genuinely indignant at my not spending practically the entire time there.
There are, moreover, three or four states, lowa, Michigan and Nebraska, for
instance, where the appeal to have me go is specifically on the ground that
they do not expect to win but have made such a gallant fight that I have no
business not to help them out.
Well, I hope I shall see you soon. Faithfully yours

§918 * TO ALBERT APPONYI Roosevelt Mss.

New York, September 17, 1914

My dear Count Apponyi: Your letter without date has just been received to-
gether with the very interesting article that you sent me. I am not able to
secure its insertion into any magazine unless the Outlook will accept it. I am
no longer a member of the Outlook staff or connected with it save as a con-
tributor but I have at once forwarded the article to them and have advised
them to publish it. I earnestly hope they will do so.

I am interested in what you say as to this case not being arbitrable nor
fit to be submitted to an international inquiry. My dear Count Apponyi, I
have felt so out of sympathy with much of the pacificist movement precisely
because its leaders insisted that all cases were arbitrable and that all cases
could be submitted to an international inquiry. At this moment our own
Governmental authorities are committing an act of folly which is saved from
being a crime against the nation only because it is so unspeakably foolish in
promising to arbitrate every matter whether or not it is fit to be submitted to
international inquiry. Such an attitude is either consciously or unconsciously

!Roosevelt spoke in 1914 in Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Kansas, and Louisiana and also
in New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Michigan, Missouri, Iowa,
Nebraska, Maine, Connecticut, and Massachusetts. To the Progressive candidates in
other states, including California and Colorado, he sent public letters of endorse-
ment.

*Daniel D. Casement, Costigan’s campaign manager, and Clarence Phelps Dodge,
publisher of the Colorado Springs Gazette, a Progressive candidate for Congress in
1912, and chairman of the Progressive State Committee.
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hypocritical and insincere, for it is a promise to do what certainly would not
be done.

I have been inexpressibly saddened by this war. I have no question that
you state with absolute correctness the deep and sincere conViCP:iOrl of the
Hungarians, Austrians and Germans. I do not think that you realize that the
Russians, French and English feel just as sincerely on the other side. More-
over, there is one nation as to whose wrongs in the present contest there can
be no question whatever, in my judgment. That is Belgium. If treaties are
ever to amount to anything, if any respect is ever to be paid to pledged and
plighted faith, then some efficient way must be designed for preventing the
recurrence of the kind of thing that has happened to Belgium and, moreover,
Belgium’s wrongs must be redressed.

I can do little but reiterate the deep sadness I feel. It is my good fortune
to number among my personal friends Englishmen, Frenchmen, Germans,
Hungarians and Austrians, and while I cannot say that I have any friends in
Russia, there are Russians whom I know only slightly but whom I esteem
and respect. All of these men are in substance precisely like my American
friends. I regard them and esteem them for the same reasons that I regard
and esteem my American friends and it is indeed to me lamentable to see
what is happening.

Pray present my regards to the Countess and my other friends. Very
sincerely yours

5919 * TO HENRY E. COONLEY Roosevelt Mss.

Kansas City, Missouri, September 21, 1914

My dear Mr. Coonley:* It seems to me that everything I have ever written
and the things I am about to write exactly bear out the plank which Mr.
Robins, I understand with you, helped to draw and had adopted in your
Hlinois platform, when you declared in favor of the three-battleship policy
until such time as the great powers of the world can be federated so as to
secure an international court with international police behind it; so that, in
other words, we may be able to put force behind righteousness.?

I stand unalterably for the power and the duty of this nation to defend its
own rights with its own strong hand, while at the same time I stand no less
strongly for the principle that it is our duty to try to bring about the day
when arbitration shall be substituted for war as the normal method of solving
international disputes; and when real steps towards disarmament can be taken
as a consequence of putting the armed strength of civilization behind the

sincere purpose of united civilization to work for international justice. Sin-
cerely yours

* Henry E. Coonley, a Chicago Progressive.
* The Wilson Administration until 1916 supported the old Roosevelt program of
two new battleships a year.
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5920 * TO SARA DELANO ROOSEVELT Roosevelt Mss.

Opyster Bay, October 2, 1914

Dear Sally:* 1 am more than pleased at your letter. It was the first notice I
had that we were supposed to stay with you. Now, Sara, I am very doubtful,
from Franklin’s standpoint, whether it is wise that we do so and I have com-
municated with Teddy to this effect. I shall be in the middle of a tour in
which T am attacking the Administration and I think it might well be an
error, from Franklin’s standpoint, if we stayed with you. If it were only not
during the campaign there is literally no place where I would rather go. And,
of course, if the matter has been made public, it may be better to go anyhow.

I hope you understand, dear Sally, that it is the exact truth to say that I
am only thinking of Franklin’s interest. Faithfully yours

§921 * TO CECIL ARTHUR SPRING RICE Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, October 3, 1914

Dear Cecil: 1 have received your letters. I am glad you liked the Outlook
article and the others.! I see the Cologne Gazette has attacked me.2 With this
I am pleased, because, while I wished to be scrupulously fair and not in the
least bitter toward Germany, I yet wished to make my position as clear as
a bell. As a matter of fact, it has been very hard for me to keep myself in.
If I had been President, I should have acted on the thirtieth or thirty-first of
July, as head of a signatory power of the Hague treaties, calling attention to
the guaranty of Belgium’s neutrality and saying that I accepted the treaties
as imposing a serious obligation which I expected not only the United States
but all other neutral nations to join in enforcing. Of course I would not have
made such a statement unless I was willing to back it up. I believe that if
I had been President the American people would have followed me. But
whether I am mistaken or not as regards this, I am certain that the majority
are now following Wilson. Only a limited number of people could or ought
to be expected to make up their minds for themselves in a crisis like this; and
they tend, and ought to tend, to support the President in such a crisis. It
would be worse than folly for me to clamor now about what ought to be

 Sara Delano Roosevelt, wife of James, mother of Franklin.

* Roosevelt had begun the series of articles which, slightly changed, he later pub-
lished as Awmerica and the World War (New York, 1915; Nat. Ed. XVIII). These
articles he wrote for newspaper distribution by the Wheeler Syndicate or for the
Outlook, Everybody’s, and the Independent.

* After the appearance of Roosevelt’s first war article in the New York Times of
September 27, the Cologne Gagzette attacked him as a man “never gifted with mod-
esty,” lacking “a full insight into European affairs.” “When anybody is in office,”
the editorial concluded, “other people have respect for the fact, and foreigners are
treated in accordance with the prestige which they enjoy at home. That was why
Roosevelt was formerly treated with special respect in Germany. At the last Presi-
dential election he lost all his prestige.”
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done or ought to have been done, when it would be mere clamor and nothing
else.

The above is only for yourself. It is a freer expression of opinion than I
have permitted myself in any letter hitherto.

Of course, I only acted in the Japanese-Russian affair when I had received
explicit assurances, verbally from the Russians and in writing from the Japa-
nese, that my action would be welcome; and three or four months of talk and
negotiation had preceded this action on my part.

As for the people who clamor for peace now, I shall take the opportunity
of reminding them that there were in the northern United States in 1864
several hundred thousand men who in the loudest terms declared their ex-
treme devotion to peace and that these to a man voted against Abraham
Lincoln; and if in that year England and France had joined, as certain of
their public men wished them to join, in offering mediation so as to bring
about “peace,” we should have treated it as an unfriendly act.

I believe that you will put the war through. I am glad the opinion of our
country is on your side. It is perfectly possible that Russia may in its turn
become a great military danger in the future, but it is also possible that this
war may see the dawn of the reaction against militarism and that Russia may
tend to grow more civilized and more liberal. At any rate there is no ques-
tion as to where the interests of civilization lie at this moment.? Faithfully
yours

5922 * TO HUGO NUNSTERBERG Roosevelt Mss.

Personal Opyster Bay, October 3, 1914

My dear Professor Miinsterberg: 1 have received your very interesting book!
and it impresses me very much. But, my dear Miinsterberg, there are two or
three points that you leave out of calculation. The first and most essential is
that when a nation faces immediate death or humiliation because of the deed
of another nation, it cannot look to the future with lofty philosophy, see
the possible resulting good of its own ruin, and disregard the moral question
of the moment. I firmly believe that in 1812 it was an essential thing to over-
throw Napoleonic France. I feel that the German movement against France
and the English resistance to France represented the struggle for light. (Let
me remind you that Russia, that Asia, as you call it, was then on the side of
Germany and that Germany could have done nothing without Russia and
would have acted inexcusably if she had remained under France’s yoke be-
cause it could be truthfully said that France represented far more enlighten-
ment than Russia.) At that time the United States made war on England and
by just so much gave comfort and strength to the Napoleonic side in the

* Roosevelt wrote similar letters to Edward Grey and to Rudyard Kipling, endorsing
the articles he had sent Spring Rice.

! Miinsterberg’s The 1War and America (New York, 1914).
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European struggle. Yet the action of the United States was absolutely neces-
sary. My criticism of the United States in 1812 is heavy but it is not because
she went to war with England; it is because she did not prepare effectively
in advance for the war and wage it effectively; and indeed, as far as I am
concerned, I think she ought to have declared war on both France and
England.

Now, this is the exact case with Belgium today. The more I have studied
the case, the more keenly I have felt that there can be no satisfactory peace
until Belglum s wrongs are redressed and until there is some kind of effective
guaranty against the repetition of them as against her and others. I do not for
a moment believe that the predominant German motive in this war was
aggression. I regard the talk about the Kaiser “wishing a blood-bath” as
preposterous. I am sure that nine tenths of the German people have acted
primarily from fear — from an honorable fear, just as you phrase it, that
German civilization would be wiped out if they did not strike their foes. But,
my dear Miinsterberg, there was a ten per cent remainder, including the bulk
of the men high up, who have for fifty years cultivated a theory in inter-
national matters quite as aggressive, quite as regardless of the rights of others
and of all questions of international morality, as that which the French and
to an only less extent the English had cultivated in the preceding seventy
years. This country was strongly anti-English for a generation after the
Civil War, because of the attitude of England and (also France) during the
Civil War. But you probably do not realize the deep impression made upon
this country by the attitude of Germany toward us in the Spanish War,
especially in connection with Admiral Diederichs at Manila, and also by the
attitude of Germany in South America.

Now, not for publication, but frankly between ourselves, do you not
believe that if Germany won in this war, smashed the English Fleet and de-
stroyed the British Empire, within a year or two she would insist upon taking
the dominant position in South and Central America and upon treating the
United States precisely as she treated Japan when she joined with Russia and
France against Japan twenty years ago and took Kiaochow as her share? I
believe so. Indeed I know so. For the great Germans with whom I have
talked, when once we could talk intimately, accepted this view with a frank-
ness that bordered on the cynical; just exactly as the big Russians with whom
I have talked took the view that international morality had no place where
Russian interests were concerned.

I am under no illusions as to any friendship for the United States that
England or France may entertain. It would be worthless to us in any crisis
unless it was greatly to the interest of France and England to support us. But
it does seem to me that England had to act as she did when Belgium was
invaded; and that as regards Belgium there are no two sides to the question.

I am not much interested in trying to get at the truth about the alleged
outrages on individuals. The unquestioned fact is that Belgium has been
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ruined, that wonderful and beautiful old cities have been destroyed, that {nil—
lions of entirely unoffending plain people have been reduced to the last P{tCh
of misery, because Germany deemed it to its interest to inflict upon Belgium
the greatest wrong one nation can inflict upon another. I grant you that
Germany sincerely believed that this was necessary to her own existencF;.l?ut
surely we are not to be excused if we do not try to prevent the p0551b1hty
of the recurrence of such incidents.

What the outcome of this war may be no human being can tell. At the
moment it looks as if both sides might hammer themselves into a state of ab-
solute exhaustion. If the allies should win and should then wish to dismember
Germany and reduce her to impotence, whatever I could do would be done
" to prevent such a deed. I would regard it as a frightful calamity to civiliza-
tion; and if Austria falls to pieces, I very earnestly hope that the German
portion and all the other portions that are willing will join the Germanic
body — the German Empire. But most emphatically T hope that ample repa-
ration will be made to Belgium and that an effectual guarantee against the
repetition of such wrongs as those that she has suffered will be arranged.

Now, as to the Russian. You speak very bitterly of him, and indeed of
the Slav as a whole. I freely admit that the Russian is backward. They have
a long way to go, those Russians, before they leave far enough behind them
the days of Tartar dominion and the days when Tartar dominion was only
overthrown through the upgrowth of a government such as that of Ivan the
Terrible. The attitude of the Russian toward the Finn, the Caucasian, the
Pole, the Jew and the Slavonian German in the past has too often been an
evil attitude. But I think that liberal ideas are gaining in Russia. The gain is
slow but on the whole it seems to me that it is evident. I do not believe the
Russian will become an Asiatic. I think he will in the long run be the most
effective means of preventing a recrudescence of Asiatic rule over Europe.
Down at bottom, my dear Miinsterberg, the Russian is just about like you
or like me. The Englishman thinks of the German as an alien by race and
innate disposition. I know better, for I have some English and some German
blood in me, not to speak of other strains. In exactly the same way I find that
here in America the descendants of the Slavonic immigrants become men
precisely like ourselves. Surely in the end we can aim for a better understand-
ing between German, Englishman and Slav; and such an understanding must
be based on justice and no one of them must feel for the others either fear or
contempt.

You will not misunderstand me. I am not an ultrapacificist. I regard the
Wilson-Bryan attitude of trusting to fantastic peace treaties, to impossible
promises, to all kinds of scraps of paper without any backing in efficient
force, as abhorrent. It is infinitely better for a nation and for the world to
have the Frederick the Great and Bismarck tradition as regards foreign pol-
icy than to have the Bryan or Bryan-Wilson attitude as a permanent national
attitude, for the Bryan-Wilson attitude is one that would Chinafy the coun-
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try and would reduce us to the impotence of Spain when it was under the
leadership of Godoy — “The Prince of Peace,” as he was officially entitled.
A milk-and-water righteousness unbacked by force is to the full as wicked
as and even more mischievous than force divorced from righteousness. But
surely there is a goal different from either toward which we can strive.
Surely we can strive for an international peace of justice, based on ability
to guard ourselves from injustice, and determination not to do injustice to
others, a peace in which some step shall have been taken toward putting in-
ternational force behind an international desire to secure at least a reasonable
approximation toward justice and fair play. Sincerely yours

§923 * TO GIFFORD PINCHOT Gifford Pinchot Mss.
Telegram Toledo, Ohio, October 18, 1914

You make it very hard for me. This is not personal matter. I am under
extreme difficulties trying to do justice all around. I understood distinctly
that I was to make but three speeches a day in Penna and am gravely con-
cerned at schedule, but New York people feel and I think rightly that I
must get to city three or four hours before I make my three speeches that
night.! Under your plan I cannot possibly know situation in advance. Four
o’clock is the very latest which will enable me to do any kind of justice to
the speeches in New York. I understood when I saw Mr. Gifford that the
New York City people were satisfied. I think that they feel it would be a
serious jeopardy to campaign if I do not have some hours to go over situation
before I make my first speech. I am exceedingly sorry.

5924 * TO HUGO MUNSTERBERG Roosevelt Mss.
Oyster Bay, November 2, 1914

My dear Professor Miinsterberg: 1 am immensely pleased and immensely
interested with your letter. I do not agree with you about Belgium. I
believe that this country should have emphatically interfered, at least to the
extent of protest, as to the violation of the Hague Conventions in regard to
Belgium. But I would no less emphatically have made it evident in advance
that if what you fear and believe had proved to be true, that is, if Belgium,
England and France had been proposing to act in conjunction against Ger-
many through Belgium, that the United States would with equal emphasis,
! Pinchot had made the last and probably the most exasperating of the many de-
mands of Progressive candidates for Roosevelt’s time. For several weeks New York,
Pennsylvania, and West Virginia Progressive leaders, each determined at all costs to
serve his own state, had wrangled about the ex-President’s 5{>eaking schedule for
the end of October. Pinchot and Lewis had arranged precisely the kind of back-
platform stumping tour of Pennsylvania that Roosevelt wished to avoid. Now
Pinchot, asserting that never before had he asked Roosevelt for anything “personal,”

begged Roosevelt to remain three hours longer in Pennsylvania on October 29 than
Roosevelt, for the reasons explained in this telegram, intended to.
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and in that case with far more efficiency, have interfered to prevent su.ch
action. I utterly disbelieve in the effort to get world peace by silly treaties
instead of by putting the might of the world behind the conscience of the
world. 1 entirely agree with you that most Germans are actuated by. a
genuine fear of what will befall them if they are left helpless before Russian
aggression, and I would believe in making it evident that in such case you
could count upon the active support of the United States. At the outset of
this war I happened to have visiting me half a dozen of our young men,
including for instance Herbert Croly. Belgium had just been invaded. We
all of us sympathized with Belgium, and therefore with England and France
in their attitude toward Belgium, but I was interested to find that we all
of us felt that the smashing of Germany would be a great calamity, and
would result in the entire western world being speedily forced into a contest
against Russia.

I am delighted to find that you take the view that you do about Ger-
many’s sea power. I do not agree with you as to your statement that it is
impossible that England can be smashed in this war. I most cordially admire
and respect German efficiency, and if I must choose between the ruthless
ability of the neo-Bismarckians and the milk-and-water or diluted-mush
policy of Wilson, Bryan, Taft and the like, I am certainly in favor of the
neo-Bismarckians. If Germany pushes the French back beyond Calais, then
I think that with the extraordinary efficiency the German navy as well as
the German army have shown, that an invasion of England and the destruc-
tion of London, either or both, are quite possible. The British Empire might
then fly to pieces, but such an event would be a disaster to mankind just as
it would be a disaster to mankind if Germany were reduced to the condition
in which she was after the end of the Thirty Years War.

I am very much interested at what you say as to the possible basis of
peace if Austria breaks up. I believe that Russia is advancing towards
civilization, and while I think she still holds menace, I think this menace will
gradually disappear as the years go on, if only we can prevent her at the
present time from becoming anything like the world mistress. One way of
checking this would be the establishment of such independent Slav powers
as those of which you speak. I am absolutely certain that these independent
Slav powers would violently resist any kind of dominion of Russia over
them if only once they could be definitely assured that Russian dominion
over them was not to be accepted as the necessary alternative to some kind
of dominion to which they would object even more.

You may have seen that in Chicago I took the most emphatic ground
about the proposal to accept your resignation from Harvard University.
Harvard cannot afford to sell the right of free speech for ten million dollars
or any other sum.! Are you likely to be in the neighborhood of New York?

*An inaccurate newspaper re})ort had stated that a Mr. Clarence Wiener would
cut out of his will a bequest of $10,000,000 to Harvard unless Professor Miinsterberg
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If so, I particularly hope that you will come out here either to lunch, if
that is most convenient, or else to take dinner and spend the night.

You may be amused to know that I have received very violent letters
of personal attacks from both Englishmen and Frenchmen on the ground
of the pro-German character of my articles! Faithfully yours

5925 * TO ANDREW DICKSON WHITE Roosevelt Mss.

Opyster Bay, November 2, 1914

My dear Mr. White:* In the first place the Monroe Doctrine has nothing
whatever to do, and never has had anything to do with the question of avoid-
ing entangling alliances with nations in the Eastern Hemisphere. In the next
place it has nothing to do with the form of government a nation adopts here.
It applied to Brazil when Brazil was an empire precisely as much as it applies
now when Brazil is a republic. In the third place, the doctrine from the be-
ginning applied only to further extensions of territory, and did not apply to
existing territories owned by European powers. You say you do not under-
stand why the fact of a foreign nation’s extension of its territory to this
hemisphere might require the United States to increase its army and navy.
My dear Sir, I can only answer to this by asking you to consider what is
happening before our eyes at this moment in Africa and Asia. There is war
in Africa because jarring European nations have extended their colonies
there. There is war in China purely because there has been no Asiatic Monroe
Doctrine, and because Japan finds the presence of Germany a menace to
itself.

But now comes my fundamental difference with you. Your fourth and
fifth propositions absolutely contradict one another. In the fourth you say
that we should mind our own business. In the fifth you say that we should
hold a new conference at The Hague and advocate world peace, and should
make all kinds of suggestions for making the Suez Canal, the Strait of Gibral-
tar and the Bosporus neutral highways, and for giving Russia, apparently at
the expense of some other nation, a port open the year round. Most emphati-
cally to follow out these policies would not be to mind our own business.
But there is something more fundamental yet. You open by saying, under
date of October 23rd, that in your judgment the time has arrived in the
history of mankind when nations must discard selfish policies and principles
in dealing with one another, and must begin to try to deal in a Christian
spirit with one another; and that every policy which is in the nature of a

at once left the university. Miinsterberg, on the basis of this report, offered his
resignation which Harvard promptly requested him to withdraw. The university’s
action Roosevelt had strongly commended.

! Andrew Dickson White, a trustee of the Carnegie Endowment for International
Peace, long a proponent of universal arbitration, and long something of a Teu-
tophile, had objected to the attitudes presented in Roosevelt’s articles on the need
for preparedness and the duty of defense.
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strait jacket must be abandoned in favor of a get-together policy. Now, my
dear Sir, you were writing this at the exact time when between one and two
millions of men had been killed or wounded within the previous three
months, in the most stupendous war of history. At the moment when you
were writing it, millions of combatants were, as they are now, facing one
another in Russia, Germany, Austria, France and Belgium. At the moment
that you were writing, the previous Hague treaties had been trampled under-
foot by Germany without this nation making a single protest against that
being done, and so far as I know, without you or any of the others who
think as you do demanding that we should try to secure the endorsement of
these conventions. Frankly, my dear President White, it seems to me worse
than nonsense to talk about the get-together policies, and the time having ar-
rived to make immense advances, unless we are willing to do something prac-
tical in the way of securing the first advances, the advances which the foolish
ultrapacificists have without the slightest warrant believed already to have
been made. All that you are talking of seems to me to be utterly aside from
the point of real interest today. If you wish to secure an advance in world
peace and international righteousness, the first thing for you to do is ener-
getically and emphatically to denounce the kind of action taken by Messrs.
Taft, Wilson and Bryan in their ridiculous all-inclusive arbitration treaties
when considered together with their absolute failure to live up to the treaties
we have already entered upon. It is not merely ridiculous, it is wicked hy-
pocrisy for us ever to talk of entering into another Hague convention unless
we in good faith strive to secure the carrying out of the Hague conventions
into which we have already entered. If you will devote yourself to securing
the fulfillment by this nation of the promises it made at The Hague instead of
considering making new promises, you will be accomplishing a real result
for righteousness. The Monroe Doctrine has done more for the peace of the
Western hemisphere, and if lived up to will do more in the future for the
peace of the Western hemisphere, than everything done by the ultra-peace-
at-any-price men during the last sixty years taken together. You speak against
selfishness in international matters. Nothing is easier, and I must add cheaper,
than abstract speech against selfishness. What is really needed is the concrete
insistence of unselfishness in concrete cases. The unselfish thing for this nation
to do is to protest at this moment against the wrong done to Belgium. If
devotion to unselfishness means anything, that is the way to achieve a result.
In your letter you don’t make one allusion to the present war; you don’t
make one allusion to the violation of international agreements by any of the
participants in this war; you do not make one allusion to the things that the
United States ought to do and does not do under the Wilson-Bryan Adminis-
tration. Bryan is a figure of fun. It is lamentable to have such a man entrusted
with our foreign affairs, and Wilson is responsible for him. The proper thing
to do is to protest against wrongdoing at the moment instead of talking with
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inconclusive vagueness about possible right-doing in the future. Very sin-
cerely yours

5$926 ° TO QUENTIN ROOSEVELT Roosevelt Mss.

Opyster Bay, November 4, 1914

Dearest Quentin: Just a line to say how really pleased I was with your piece
In The Grot.* Your grandfather, my father, used now and then to say that
he hesitated whether to tell me something favorable because he did not think
a sugar diet was good for me. Perhaps, in my turn, I ought not to give you a
sugar diet! But I cannot resist saying that I was really immensely pleased with
the article in question.

I am also sending Kipper La Farge? a line on his Quatrain, which I wish
you would hand him.

Your piece I regard as first-class.

I am very much pleased also that you have stood so well in your studies,
and, finally, that you have done your work good on the football field. I
shall not mind a bit if, as you seem to think, you do not get into the game.
Altogether I feel you have done pretty well in the last six months! Your lov-
ing father

5927 * TO RUDYARD KIPLING Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, November 4, 1914

Dear Kipling: Before receiving your letter of September 20, I had written
the enclosed two additional articles,® which I send you. My first four were
leading up to them. You need not heed anything of the first of these two
articles, excepting the two verses of Lowell, which are pretty good medicine.
(T have always explained to my four sons that, if there is any war during their
lifetime, I wish them to be in a position to explain to their children, why
they did go to it, and not why they did not go to it.) In the two articles, you
will notice that I have publicly come out not only as to our duty as regards
the navy and army, but as to our duty to interfere on behalf of Belgium. I
purposely abstained from saying the form this interference should take. If 1
should advocate all that I myself believe, I would do no good among our
people, because they would not follow me. Our people are shortsighted, and

'In the October issue of the Grotonian had appeared Quentin’s sketch, “From a
Train Window,” a sensitive and perceptive bit 01? writing in which he imagines the
home life of a family of which he gets only a fleeting glimpse.

? Christopher La Farge, Groton ’16, Harvard 20, poet, author, and writer of short
stories.

*“The Peace of Righteousness” and “The International Posse Comitatus,” New

York Times, November 1, 8, 1914. These articles are reprinted in America and the
World War, Nat. Ed. XVIII, chs. vi and vii.
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they do not understand international matters. Your people have been short-
sighted, but they are not as shortsighted as ours in these matters. The differ-
ence, I think, is to be found in the comparative widths of the Channel and
the Atlantic Ocean. Because you had the Channel, your people have not
thought it worth while to arm when Europe was arming. If you had had
an army as effective in preparation to your size, as Switzerland has had, there
would have been no war, for Germany would not have entered upon the
war. Thanks to the width of the ocean, our people believe that they have
nothing to fear from the present contest, and that they have no responsibility
concerning it. In my first articles, I was endeavoring to lead them up to the
points I make in the last two articles, and especially in the last article. I hope
that these articles will do some good, but I doubt it. Nevertheless, there is
a chance that they will accomplish something, and I should not feel willing
to lose the chance.

I should be glad to have you write me again, after reading the sixth
article, making any suggestions with entire frankness.

As I said, I wrote these articles before receiving your letter, but I think
they meet the points you have raised. I am simply preaching to my own peo-
ple what I preached to the English people in the Guildhall speech. It is the
doctrine of “put up or shut up,” with, as a modification, the further doctrine,
which I learned thirty years ago in the cow country, “never draw unless you
mean to shoot.”

Bryan, of course, is the most ridiculous creature that we have ever had in
a high public office in this country. Wilson is a scholarly, acrid pacificist of
much ability and few scruples. He was born in Virginia, and comes of a
family none of whose members fought on either side in the Civil War. His
most enthusiastic supporters are men of the type of your man, Massingham,
and, of course, at the moment, he also counts upon getting the large German
vote, which, to my real regret, I am obliged to alienate by the course I am
following. 1 have a very genuine respect and admiration for the Germans,
and I alienate them with great reluctance, and only because I feel that it is
my imperative duty to follow the course I am following, with no more re-
gard to their feelings than to its effect upon me personally.

Now, as to those outrages.? First-class men, personal friends of mine, who
have followed the German armies in Belgium, have told me that they have
never been able to get statements from men who have actually seen the out-
rages committed or at whose expense they have been committed, not to speak
of women and children. What is needed is authoritative statements, backed
by official authority, about these outrages. Your Government should at once

?In an earlier letter Roosevelt, after a meeting with the Belgian Commission on
Atrocities, had told Kipling that he suspected that the reports had been exaggerated.
He also pointed out that the British in Ireland, the Americans during their Indian
wars, and the Europeans generally during the Boxer Rebellion had committed
atrocities as frightful as those now ascribed to the Germans; see Roosevelt to Kip-
ling, October 3, 1914, Roosevelt Mss.
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make an investigation. They should take the Belgian refugees who have
themselves seen or suffered the outrages, the women whose children have
been killed, the men whose women and children have been killed, the men and
women who have themselves suffered, and get these statements, with places
and dates and if possible photos, and publish them in an official document.
There must be something specific and absolutely authentic. That is the way
to reach world opinion, and that way will reach world opinion. But general
or vague or dubiously authentic statements or hearsay will not and ought not
to do so. Sincerely yours

| [Handwritten] 1 hear your son has gone to the war. I heartily congratu-
ate you.

§928 * TO ETHEL ROOSEVELT DERBY Derby Mss.°
Opyster Bay, November 4, 1914

Darling Etbel, Of course we think of you and Dick all the time. I know you
are having a hard time, of wearing anxiety and sorrow and effort; but I am
very proud of you both and very glad that you have been able to go over
to do your part — and a portion of this nation’s part — in helping those who
suffer in this terrible cataclysm.! I am utterly sick of the spiritless “neutral-
ity” of the Administration; and I have at last said so, in emphatic language,
in an article that appears next Sunday; I shall send it to you.?

Richard is the dearest, merriest little fellow that ever was. He is always
smiling, and is such a cuddly baby. He adores his grandmother’s amber beads,
puts them in his mouth, and then the string hangs out of each corner of his
mouth like the moustache of a Chinese mandarin. His grandmother calls him
Littlejohn Bottlejohn; and he sits up in his chair and hugs his bottle with both
hands. His grandmother read aloud to me the enclosed piece from the Atlan-
tic Monthly about merry souls that “waggle,” like nice bow wows; and we
send it to you because Littlejohn Bottlejohn is always so cheerful and friendly.
My drawings are only good for grownups who can be caricatured! I can’t
draw the blessed baby. He is a great comfort; and we most earnestly hope
that in another month or so you will be starting back to him.

November has opened with beautiful weather. Mother and I have had
two lovely rows, and a good walk. Somehow this always seems to me one of
the loveliest seasons of the year; I like the wintry sunsets, and the tang in the
air, and the wood fires in the North Room and Library.

As of course I expected the Progressives went down to utter and hope-
less defeat; I do’n’t think they can much longer be kept as a party. They are
way ahead of the country as a whole in morality, and the country will need

! Richard Derby was one of seven surgeons who left New York in September to
serve in the American Ambulance Hospital in Paris. Ethel assisted in the hospital
as a nurse. The Derbys returned in December.

2 “The International Posse Comitatus.”
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too long a time to catch up with them. It will be, from the selfish standpoint,
a great relief to me personally when and if they do disband. But it is rather
pathetic for the remnant who stood fast. Well, they really have shoved a
good many reforms quite a distance forward.

We are somewhat concerned about Kermit and Belle, in view of the
harrying of English ships by the Germans; we can only hope that the too-
newly-weds managed to show efficiency enough to get on the very earliest
ship that went.

Good bye, darling; I wish I could stroke your neck and hair. Give my
dearest love to Dick. Your loving father

5929 * TO HIRAM WARREN JOHNSON Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, November 6, 1914

Dear Governor: California and Louisiana are the two bright spots in the
election.! Of course, the one man whom it was more important for us to
elect than anyone else was yourself. I greatly regret Heney’s defeat? and
regret that we did not do even better in Congressmen in California. Evidently
yours was even more a personal than a Progressive victory. In Louisiana the
protection issue played the chief part in securing the election of the Progres-
sive Congressman.

As for what happened generally, while there were various explanations,
I believe the main explanation after the “full «dinner pail” basically» was the
perfectly simple one that the people as a whole had grown tired of reformers
and most especially of me. In New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio and Illinois,
they went with a whoop back to Penrose, to Barnes, to the heirs and assignees
of Lorimer and to all their coworkers, big and little. The men of wealth,
the college-bred men and the loud professional advocates of reform in the
past showed up badly, but not a whit worse than the workingmen. In New
York all of the men who for years have demanded that someone stand out
against both Barnes and Murphy supported Barnes and Murphy, one or the
other, with ardor and enthusiasm. In Pennsylvania the case was even worse.
No human being could have been in any doubt about Penrose any more than
about Lorimer; but the respectable men as a whole supported him. Moreover,
Penrose, through his machine and by his own open directions, had at the last
legislature secured the defeat of a Workmen’s Compensation Act, a Child

*They were indeed. The re-clection of Johnson as Governor of California, the
election of three Progressives and of William Kent to the House of Representatives
from that state, and the election of one Progressive congressman from Louisiana
provided most of the small solace for the Bull Moose in 1914. Accurately interpret-
ing the election returns, George Harvey remarked editorially that Roosevelt’s party
had relapsed into innocuous desuetude. Roosevelt, concurring, announced that “I
am a private citizen of the privatest sort.”

*Heney, the Progressive candidate for the United States Senate, lost partly because
of opposition to him within the party for which Johnson was largely responsible.
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Labor Bill, a Minimum Wage for Women bill and various similar legislation.
He was quite open about this and you would have thought that the working-
men would have resented it. But the wageworkers in Pennsylvania as else-
where simply took the ground that they wanted prosperity and were not
concerned as to equity in dividing prosperity, and that they were quite in-
different not only as to economic reform measures but as to the personal
character of the men who might bring about the prosperity.

East of Indiana there is no state in which the Progressive party remains
in condition even to affect the balance of power between the two old parties.
It would be foolish for me or my friends to blink the fact that as things are
now my advocacy of a man or a policy is in all probability a detriment and
not an aid. The people as a whole are heartily tired of me and of my views;
and while from time to time in my writings, where I think it can do some
good, at least for the future, I shall state these views, it would be a great mis-
take for me to be making speeches on political subjects or taking any part in
politics at the moment. I very much wish I could see you but I suppose there
is no hope of it.

Give my regards to Mrs. Johnson and to all your family.

Lord, how I wish the Republican party would come to its senses, adopt
the Progressive platform, and nominate you next time! Faithfully yours

[Handwritten] P.S. Of course, I am in this fight to a finish. I will never
surrender one iota of the principles for which I fought. And ultimately these

principles will win. This election is merely a «convulsion, not a . . . dis-
ease.»
5930 * TO EDMUND ROBERT OTTO VON MACH Roosevelt Mss.

Oyster Bay, November 7, 1914

My dear Mr. von Mach:* 1 am really obliged to you for your book. I find
it excellent. I think your foreword particularly good. I have at once ordered
the German Classics, to get at the collection of Bismarck’s speeches of which
you speak.

But, my dear Mr. von Mach, while I to the full realize all that you say
about the dreadful suffering of the soldiers themselves, I cannot feel that this
should in any way divert us from the suffering of the Belgians and from the
wrong that has been done to Belgium. I feel that this is a wrong against
which all the civilized world ought to protest. It seems to me that one of the

* Edmund Robert Otto von Mach, German-born Harvard graduate, A.B. ’95, Ph.D.
’00; German soldier, 188¢g-1891; lecturer in the history of art at Bradford Academy,
Cambridge, Massachusetts, 1902-1915; author of various books on art and, during
World War 1, of several defenses of Germany, including What Germany Wants
(1914), Germany’s Point of View (1915), and Sir Edward’s Evidence (1915); after
the war 2 New York lawyer. Von Mach argued Germany’s point of view to Roose-
velt not only in his books and letters but also — accompanying Miinsterberg — in
person.
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great tests of our civilization is the refusal by great powers to jeopal dize the
rights of weaker, well-behaved powers. Between Serbia and Austria the ques-
tion was complicated and, having in view the dreadful incidents connected
with the assassinations of the Serbian King and Queen, I have felt that we
should refrain from passing judgment one way or the other, although Austria
is a great power and Serbia a small one. As regards all the great nations in-
volved, I can perfectly understand each feeling with the utmost sincerity
that its cause is just and its action demanded by vital considerations. But it
does not seem to me that any adequate defense can be made for Germany’s
action in Belgium.

I feel a genuine good will toward all the nations engaged in this contest.
I have German, French and English blood in my veins. On the whole, I think
that I admire Germany more than any other nation and most certainly it is
the nation from which I think that the United States has most to learn. On
the whole, I think that of all the elements that have come here during the
past century the Germans have on the average represented the highest type.
I do not say this publicly, for I do not think it well to make comparisons
which may cause ill will among the various strains that go to make up our
population. But I like your book so much that I wish to write you freely, for
I desire that you should understand that in condemning Germany for what
it has done to Belgium I am in no shape or way influenced by prejudice
against Germany. I should have condemned France or England as quickly. I
should feel it a world calamity if the German Empire were shattered or
dismembered and I should feel the same about the British Empire and the
French Republic. I do not believe that, as the world is now constituted,
permanent good comes to any nation merely from the smashing of some
other nation. I acted up to this belief when as President I insisted upon our
promise to Cuba being kept and Cuba being freed and when I started the
Philippines on a road which inevitably led to their ultimate independence.
If Mexico governed herself as well as Canada, she would not have any more
to fear from us than has Canada. Is it too much to hope that ultimately we
can get the nations of Europe to live together with as little fear of one an-

other and as little hatred for one another as the United States and Canada
now feel?

With great regard, Faithfully yours

5931 * TO WILLIAM ALLEN WHITE Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, November 7, 1914

Dear White: 1 hardly know how to write you; I wish it were possible to
have you come on here and let me talk things over with you.

East of Indiana it would be mere silliness and fruitful of nothing except
a trifle of mischief to endeavor at present to continue action along Progres-
sive party lines exactly as we have done. When our vote is too small even to
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hold the balance between the old parties, it is foolish to run a straight ticket
until. conditions change. From Indiana west and in Louisiana the case is far
more puzzling. There the party must keep up. It may be that the wise course
in the East is simply to do nothing for the next year or eighteen months and

“see how the situation develops. Of course, as regards myself personally, it is
perfectly obvious that the bulk of our people are heartily tired of me and
that as far as making political speeches or taking part in any more party
activities is concerned, my duty for the time being is to obey the directions
of the New Bedford whaling captain when he told his mate that all he
wanted from him was “silence; and damn little of that!” From the night of
election two years ago I have felt that the chances were overwhelming
against the permanence of the Progressive party. The analogies drawn after
election by Beveridge and others between us and the early Republican party
were not based on fact. The Republican party started in 1854 without any
big leader at all and it was six years before it developed a big leader. Yet at
the very outset it completely crushed the Whig party and elected a majority
of Congress. When the reaction came against it two years later, while it went
backward, it still remained overwhelmingly the second party in the nation.
The average person who was not a Democrat had to become a Republican.
We, on the contrary, elected merely a handful of Congressmen in 1912 and
not a Senator or Governor and very few local officers. I beat Taft, but that
was all. The Republican party remained as the leading opposition party. The
average American is deeply wedded to the two-party system. He wishes to
vote with his own party and the name has an enormous influence over him.
When he gets angry with his own party, he wishes to rebuke it by voting
with the party of the opposition. When he goes with a third party, it is for
temporary and usually for local reasons. When we failed to establish our-
selves at the very outset as the second party, it became overwhelmingly
probable that politics would soon sink back into the conditions that had
been normal for the previous half century, that is, into a two-party system,
the Republicans and the Democrats alternating in the first and second place.
Under such circumstances it was likely that we would keep only the men of
high principle and good reasoning power and the cranks. The men in be-
tween left us.

There was also a further and very strong cause at work against us. Ever
since I settled the Anthracite Coal Strike in 1902, there had been a wave of
reform, of discontent with abuses, of desire to remedy abuses. This had
lasted for twelve years. While I was President, we had succeeded in keeping
it as a sane and constructive movement. From the time I ceased being Presi-
dent, it went every which way. It was quite impossible that 2 movement in
which La Follette occupied 2 prominent place should not in the long run
alienate and disgust decent men. The insurgents in Congress were good for
nothing except to insurge. Some of them, like Bourne, were on the whole,
below the average rather than above the average of their fellows. The others,
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like Bristow, Cummins, Borah, all went in different directions and did not
have the real faith in them. Bristow was better than either Cummins or
Borah; but Borah was entirely insincere; and Cummins was somewhat in-
sincere, and moreover had no more constructive ability from the standpoint
of reform than Wilson and Bryan.

It was from the outset exceedingly unfortunate that so many of our peo-
ple kept talking as if Wilson and Bryan were themselves progressives. This is
not true in any real sense. Wilson is a wonderful dialectician, with a remark-
able command of language. But his language is admirably and intentionally
designed not to reveal the truth but either to conceal his real purpose and
persuade men of different views to think each that theirs is his purpose or
else to conceal the fact that he has no definite purpose at all. Whether you
stigmatize this action on his part as insincere or not is a mere question of
terminology. There was permanent room in this country for only two par-
ties, the party that supported Wilson and the party that was against him.
The course of events convinced the average American that the party that
was against him was the Republican and not the Progressive party. Bryan
is of course the nearest realization of “the old hoop skirt of a man” that we
have ever seen in really high national office.

The public grew to identify us with all the members of the lunatic fringe
in public life, whether they were or were not members of our party. We
were actually held accountable for the things that La Follette did, in addition
to suffering gravely from such antics as those of Amos Pinchot. But I do
not believe that these things were fundamental. The fundamental trouble
was that the country was sick and tired of reform. These gusts of popular
feeling always come. I had not supposed that in this case it would come to
the extent that it did and so far as the Republican machine leadership was
concerned. But the dog returned to its vomit. Not only did the people wish
to beat all the reform leaders but they wished to beat the reform legislation.
Wisconsin and California have at the polls snowed under provisions for an
eight-hour law for women, provisions for the initiative, referendum and
recall, all temperance legislation and the like. The identification of progres-
stivism with prohibition in so many states hurt us. In Pennsylvania the
workingmen voted enthusiastically for Penrose who had just defeated a
Workmen’s Compensation Bill, a Child Labor bill and other pieces of labor
legislation in his state legislature. They felt the pinch of poverty; they were
suffering from hard times; they wanted prosperity and compared with this
they did not care a rap for social justice or industrial justice or clean politics
or decency in public life. Moreover, they believed in the saloons, and they
were hostile to us because ours was the temperance, although not the Prohibi-
tion, party. The average man was tired of decency in politics. He supported
Barnes in New York, Penrose in Pennsylvania and the sodden ring politicians
of Ohio and the heirs of Lorimer in Illinois. In this state only one in nine
of the men who had voted for me stayed with us. The majority of those
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that left us went with the Republicans. Some went with the Democrats. A
considerable number voted for Sulzer. Sulzer is an absolute demagogue who
was turned out of the Governorship because he was caught with the goods
on him and it is as impossible to defend him as it is to defend Lorimer. He
had no program of any kind; yet it is actually true that more of our own
party Progressives left the Progressive party to vote for Sulzer than stayed
in to fight for Davenport who, if elected, would have made one of the best
Governors New York has ever had. Under these circumstances there was
nothing whatever to be done except to go down to defeat with our flag
flying.

But the revulsion is only temporary. The people are sure to wake up in
the end. Our cause will eventually triumph, even altho under other leaders
and under another name. And personally, I shall, if only in the ranks, fight
for every one of our principles as long as I live.

I am exceedingly glad that I devoted two months to as active campaign-
ing as when I was myself a candidate for the Presidency. We were fighting
absolutely for righteousness and I wanted to go down with my friends. This
year I felt that I ought to do, so far as I was physically able, whatever my
friends wished me to do in the campaign. I was certain that disaster was
ahead of us and I not only wished to go down on the same ship with my
friends but I also wished them to know that I was willing to do anything they
thought ought to be done in their interest and in the interests of the common
cause. But I was all along sure that I was not being utilized in a way to do the
cause most good and that I was being used in a way that minimized my in-
fluence. I shall never again, in the improbable event of my having to take
part in a campaign, attempt a repetition of the barnstorming experiment.
That is, I shall never attempt to speak in a great number of states and to
make a number of speeches in each state. I do not think it will be wise ever

"to try to use me at all hereafter. But if I am to be used it must be with the

idea of my making only half a dozen speeches throughout the country as a
whole and making those at intervals that enable me to prepare them. Natu-
rally each man feels that I ought to campaign in his district precisely as he
does. But this feeling, although natural, is entirely wrong. It is utterly im-
possible for me to reach all the districts and by unceasing speech-making I
use myself up to no purpose and my speeches get no attention — and deserve
mighty little. Every speech I have ever made that really counted was de-
livered by itself and not as one of a hodgepodge of others. I am used on the
theory that my speeches have a certain effect throughout the nation, and
if such is the case it is unwise to attempt to combine with this the theory that
I am to be used as if I were a Congressional candidate. The functions of the
siege gun and of the mountain gun which is carried around on mule back are
wholly different and to attempt to make the former play the role of the latter
is not wise.

When I came back from South America last spring a very short investiga-
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tion convinced me that in all the eastern part of the country from Main? to
Ohio inclusive, the Progressive party was in no shape to undertake 2 st_ralght
fight and that such a straight fight would be certain to result in such disaster
as to make it very problematical whether we could hold our forces together
for another campaign. It was also evident that our differences with the
Bryan-Wilson Democracy were really fundamental, because they were dif-
ferences of principle. There was therefore the bare chance that by making
some kind of an alliance with the Progressive-Republicans we could eliminate
the bosses and by creating one more rift in the Republican ranks assure the
permanence of our own party, under whatever name — the name is totally
unimportant if we can secure the triumph of our principles. The best chance
for doing this was offered in New York by the candidacy of Hinman, and
at one time bade fair to be offered by the candidacy of Whitman. Extraordi-
nary to relate, a good many of our own leaders did not understand that the
rank and file of our party were already tending to leave us and return to the
Republican party, and were so blinded by self-confidence as to object to
the kind of action that could alone have saved us. However, their opposition
was not important, as the event showed, for the old-time Republican leaders
themselves took effective steps to see that no such alliance was permitted.
They had become confident that they could win without our aid. They were
anxious to smash us and they saw that the only danger to them lay in some
such movement as that by which I sought to concentrate upon Hinman.
Therefore they devoted their whole energy to defeating all such movements
and they were successful.

You may have noticed that the only comment I made upon the result
was to quote 2 Timothy 4th chapter, 3rd and 4th verses.! They covered the
situation.

Personally I feel that what we did was worth while. Our movement in
1912 was the loftiest and sanest movement in our politics since the days of
Lincoln and the platform we issued was the only great constructive platform
for social and economic justice that has been brought forth since the days of
the Civil War. When a sufficient time has passed by for some of the bitter-
ness to subside, this platform will have to be adopted explicitly or implicitly
in our governmental system if our democracy is really to amount to very
much.

But I am in very grave doubt as to what now should be done. Of course,
as regards myself, as I have said before, the answer is simple. I shall fight in
the ranks as long as I live for the cause and the platform for which we
fought in 1912. But at present any attempt at action on my part which could
be construed, and which certainly would be construed, into the belief that I

*“For the time will come when they will not endure sound doctrine; but after their
own lusts shall they heap to themselves teachers, having itching ears;

“And they shall turn away their ears from the truth, and shall be turned unto
fables.”
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was still aspiring to some leadership in the movement would, I am convinced,
do real harm. It has been wisely said that while martyrdom is often right for
the individual, what society needs is victory. It was eminently proper that
Leonidas should die at Thermopylae, but the usefulness of Thermopylae de-
pended upon its being followed by the victory of Themistocles at Salamis.
It was eminently proper that Bowie and Travis and Crockett should die at
the Alamo, but the usefulness of the Alamo depended upon its being fol-
lowed by Houston’s victory at San Jacinto. When it is evident that a leader’s
day is past, the one service he can render is to step aside and leave the
ground clear for the development of a successor. It seems to me that such
is the case now as regards myself. “Heartily know that the half-gods go
when the Gods arise.” There are certain things I can continue to say to small
audiences in my writings; and where I think that these will be helpful and
not hurtful, I shall continue to say them; but to make speeches on political
subjects and to try to take the lead in questions of party politics would be,
for the time being, at least, mischievous and not useful.

As for the Republican party, at the moment the dog has returned to its
vomit. The people have with enthusiasm reinstated in power the men whom
they repudiated two years ago. They have precisely and exactly justified the
views which Penrose, Barnes, Smoot, Root, Crane, Curtis, Lorimer, Taft and
the rest of the gang leaders have always held of the people and which in-
fluenced them in their action two years ago. These men do not believe that
the people wish virtue or are capable of governing themselves; and the peo-
ple this year stamped that doctrine with their hearty approval. Nevertheless
I question gravely if the victory for bourbonism in social and industrial mat-
ters and corruption in political life is more than temporary. I think there
will be a revulsion against it just as there has been a revulsion against de-
cency. It is not a nice thing that we can only secure the triumph of decency
in intermittent fashion and by convulsion, with intervals of convulsive re-
turn to what is bad; but at least this is better than solemn and permanent
acquiescence in what is bad. When the next revulsion towards decency takes
place, I hope that new men will have arisen, free from the antagonisms that
men like myself excite and that in the hands of these new men the banner
whose staff has been shattered in our hands will again be moved forward to
victory. But the fight is going on! And you and I will steadily fight for the
same principles for which we have fought for three years — for sixteen years
— past, even altho we have to try new tactics to achieve our ends.

I am afraid this is not very helpful.

Pray show this letter to Mrs. White. I hope she is now entirely well. I
regard it as of real importance that I should see you. Is there no chance of
your being east this year?

By the way, one of the small incidental effects of the election here in
New York is that it increases very greatly Barnes’s chances of winning his
libel suit. The feeling against me in New York State amounts to a mania.

839



The newspapers and the judges heartily share in it. The general public bﬁ-
lieves in Barnes and Murphy, is indifferent to political corruption and hostil
to industrial reform and is hostile to the man who wars on po]jtical corrup-
tion. All the men who are beneficiaries of privilege in any fashign, all _the
corrupt politicians and the nearly solid newspaper press which 1s backmg
these big financial and political leaders are desirous of seeing a stop put to
all efficient assault on what they stand for and I am the only man in the state
whom they have ever had real cause to fear. Always yours

[Handwritten] Provisionally, I think that the immediate thing to do is to
shift headquarters to Chicago;® to announce that the National Progressive
Party will of course continue (for we must remain in shape to take advantage
of whatever occurs in this hair-trigger situation); but to leave the party in
each state free to act as the local needs demand, without seeking to impose

a uniform rule for all.

5932 * TO CECIL ARTHUR SPRING RICE Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, November 11, 1914

Dear Cecil: Will you forward the enclosed to Grey, looking at the article if
you have not happened to see it. When I wrote it, I had in mind that quota-

tion from Dante.!
In an article the Sunday after next, I expect to take practically the exact

ground that you do about the exercising of the right of search. If T were
President, I would not allow the British or any other people to exercise the
right of search; but this would be because I would as emphatically interfere
on behalf of neutral Belgium and would no less emphatically have prevented
our people from doing anything in the way of the violation of neutrality;
and so I would feel entirely at liberty to exact the justice I was giving.?

? George Perkins had suggested this to Roosevelt. At the meeting of the Progressive
National Executive Committee in Chicago in December, Gifford Pinchot moved to
change the location of headquarters, but the motion was defeated.

* That quotation was:
“The dismal company
Of wretched spirits thus find their guerdon due
Whose lives knew neither praise nor infamy;

They’re mingled with that caitiff angel-crew

Who against God rebelled not, nor to Him

Were faithful, but to self alone were true.”
2So Roosevelt stated in his article of November 22; see Awmerica and the World
War, Nat. Ed. XVIII, 105-116. Attempting at all times to avoid an unneutral appear-
ance, the President permitted loans and shipments of war materials to the belliger-
ents. Since Britain controlled the sea, this policy helped only the Allies. At the same
time, Wilson permitted Robert Lansing, the Counselor of the Department of State,
later Secretary of State, to engage in a diplomatic debate with the British, protesting
their violations of the Declaration of London to which they had never subscribed.
These violations included British searches of American merchant vessels. For a de-
tailed, sympathetic analysis of Wilson’s neutrality policies during the early months
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But, my dear Cecil, do not forget that Grey’s own letter affords the jus-
tification for Wilson’s stand.®> Wilson is, I think, a timid man physically. He
is certainly a timid man in all that affects sustaining the honor and the na-
tional interests of the United States and justice by force of arms. He is also
a shifty and rather unscrupulous man. Finally, he is entirely cold-blooded
and selfish. He believes that in the course he has followed he will keep the
pacificists with him here at home and placate the German vote and the ex-
treme Irish vote —not the bulk of the Irish vote — which simply wants to
harm Britain at any price. Furthermore, he believes that whatever sense of
injury the British may like to show they won’t show it, that when the time
comes they will turn to him for help and that he will then gain great glory
as the righteous peacemaker. I think this is very probably a correct estimate
of the future on his part. I think it very probable that he will profit by his
wrongdoing, and that the fact that he has declined to do his duty as regards
the Belgians and has his share in the guilt of those who are responsible for
the present dreadful tragedy will be completely covered by the further fact
that England and France will find that his own misconduct has made him
available for action as a mediator between them and Germany. Now, my
dear Cecil, when your own people and the French people in all probability
will do just exactly what Wilson hopes and desires, how can you expect that
the average American politician will not follow along the same lines? In writ-
ing my articles, I have not been under the least illusion either about my own
country or about yours. I know that at the moment my own countrymen
will not follow my advice and I do not know that they will ever profit much
by it. I do know that it will be remembered against me personally and that
my taking the action will be a harm to me, if I were ever again to wish to
take any part in American public affairs. I know that my German friends will
remember it against me and that it will not be remembered in my favor either
in England or France or anywhere else. I act as I do act purely because I
believe that I ought to — and the only satisfaction I shall ever get out of it is
telling you that I expect nothing in the world of any kind, sort or descrip-
tion from anyone in return!

You must be under a great strain, old man, and I am very sorry for you.
Give my love to Lady Springy when you write. Faithfully yours

of the war, see Baker, Wilson, vol. V, chs. iii and iv. For the British view of those
policies, see Gwynn, Spring Rice, vol. II, ch. xxi; Viscount Grey of Fallodon,
Twenty-Five Years, 1892-1916 (New York, 1925), vol. II, ch. xxiv.

s Wilson had begun his continuing effort to make peace in Europe. To the Presi-
dent’s initial overtures, encouraged as they were by Germany, Edward Grey had
replied that since Germany had planned and started the war, the Allies could not
make peace without both reparations and security against future aggression. Since
the Germans never seriously contemplated granting either condition, and Wilson
had not yet accepted the British version of war guilt, the negotiations failed. For
detailed analyses of these early negotiations for peace, see Baker, Wilson, vol. V,
ch. vi; Gwynn, Spring Rice, vol. 11, ch. xxi; Charles Seymour, The Intimate Papers
of Colonel House (Boston, 1926-1928), vol. I, chs. xi and xii.
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P.S. I return you the matter. The time had passed when I could utilize
it but I think I have made my point anyhow. Here is the paragraph from
Grey’s letter to which I refer: “I still think it possible that the United States
Government may play a great part in the making of the peace at the end of
the war, and in securing permanent peace afterwards. But it has become a
point of honor for us that there should be reasonable redress to Belgium for
what she has suffered.”

5933 * TO MORRIS JASTROW, JUNIOR Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, November 14, 1914

My dear Professor Jastrow:* I thank you for your letter. I never “advocated
war as essential to the development of the full strength of the United States,”
any more than I have advocated fighting as essential to the development of
one of my sons. I have advocated that the nation should keep itself fit to
defend its rights and should be ashamed to be unfit, just exactly as I have
advocated the same things for my sons.

Now, you say in your very courteous letter that you believe the time
has come for the entire overthrow of militarism. I most earnestly hope you
are right. If the time has come, then my proposal will serve completely to
check it. But I never like to promise more than I believe can be performed.
The utmost that can be done at present is to back some such proposal as
mine.

In the same way, you ask me, again in very courteous language, to urge
the necessity of putting a stop to the present slaughter. My dear sir, here
again I do not wish to waste my breath uselessly. Speech that is useless is
always noxious. The prayers appointed by President Wilson, the peace
parades, the protests against war, the use of peace postage stamps, and the
like, in this country, amount to precisely and exactly nothing. I abhor talk
that does not give some outlet in practical action to achieve its purpose. My
objection to the peace advocates is that they do not amount to anything, that
they have not done any good.

In the village in which I live, there have occasionally been outbreaks of
crime. Mass meetings of citizens, to pass resolutions against the crimes, would
have been utterly futile. What we did was to get the right kind of constable,
to watch out for the criminals, and to arm him, and to make the criminals
understand that we would increase the police force, if it was necessary. Until
in a similar manner we put force back of righteousness in international affairs,
we will accomplish nothing. The ultrapacificists have on the whole repre-
sented a positive detriment to the cause of peace. Sincerely yours

! Morris Jastrow, Jr., professor of Semitic languages at and librarian of the Univer-
sity of Pennsylvania.
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5934 * TO MEYER LISSNER William Allen White Mss.
Personal New York, November 16, 1914

My dear Lissner: Yours was a most interesting letter and I am rejoiced to
write you at some length in return, as you request.

California showed itself to be a mighty queer state but nothing like as
queer as the rest of the Union. The only other state where we did anything
was Louisiana, where we carried one district. In July Louisiana was abso-
lutely boiling and we could probably have swung it into the Progressive
party, if the Progressive party had been an aggressive and growing party in
the north; but it soon became evident to most people, and after the election
in Maine to all people, that the progressive party as a separate party was
hopelessly on the wane in the north. The argument was made, and success-
fully made, in Louisiana that it was silly to join a party that was about to die.
In one district, where the tariff policy of the Administration had ruined
everybody, they voted the Progressive ticket as a protest. But the chance of
founding a dominant Progressive party in Louisiana has vanished. Just in the
same way the result in California, as you say, is a great tribute to Hiram
Johnson, the man and the public official, and shows that the state is in
favor of Progressivism with a small “p.” But such incidents as Heney’s run-
ning a poor third for Senator make it no less evident that the Progressive
party as such is not the dominant party even in California. Nowhere else is it
more than the third party and from Indiana eastward it is utterly impossible,
if present conditions continue unchanged, that we shall again be able to make
a serious fight. Of course, it is a hair-trigger situation and we are a hair-
trigger people and nobody can tell what the future may bring forth; but the
above is a true statement so far as November 1914 is concerned.

In every state the party registration and the party vote at the polls com-
pletely fail to correspond; and this not only as regards the Progressives but in
most places also as regards the Republicans and Democrats. In most eastern
states from one third to two thirds of the enrolled Progressives voted with
the Republican party or stayed at home, while a few thousand voted with
the Democratic party.

The prime issue in people’s minds was the economic issue. Men, high and
low, were facing bad times. Businessmen were apprehensive about failure.
The workingman was either suffering want or was exceedingly afraid that
he would suffer want. The people believed that the Democratic administra-
tion had shown itself indifferent to prosperity or unable to bring it about —
and in this belief they were quite right. They wished to vote so as to rebuke
the administration and so as to do anything possible toward securing a return
of prosperity. The only way as they saw it that they could do this was to
vote the Republican ticket. Last spring when I returned from South America
I did my best to make the Progressive party the center arounq which the
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opposition to the administration should gather. But most of our Jeaders
wholly failed to understand the necessity of this. In most places, and perh.aps
inevitably, they tended to regard the Republican party as the one agamst
which their chief efforts should be directed. This was notably the attitude
of the people in Indiana, Pennsylvania and Kansas. But it was general in most
of the states, so far as the leaders were concerned. On the other hand, the
rank and file were most hostile to the Democracy. Over one half of the men
who voted with me two years ago this year voted for the Republican party.

Moreover, the average American in his party affiliations is largely influ-
enced by a feeling quite as unreasoning as that which makes the average fan
depressed or exultant over the victory of a professional baseball team. It is
fundamentally a feeling like that which influenced the adherents of the blue
and green factions of the Byzantine Circus. A half of the voters pride them-
selves upon never voting anything but their own straight party ticket. A half
or two thirds of the remainder are willing to leave their party, but only for
short periods and with the idea of rebuking it; and under such circumstances
they wish to vote the opposite party ticket, or to act in some other similar
way which shall not entail any permanent sundering of their connections
with their own party. Not more than a quarter or a third of the men who
went with us two years ago had any idea of forming a permanent new party
organization. This one quarter or one third represented a larger element than
the Free Soil Party was sixty-five or seventy years ago, but by no means as
large an element as that which entered into the Republican party at its be-
ginning.

Moreover, the people were sick of reformers. Johnson is the only excep-
tion so far as I now know. Aside from him, the people as a whole have had
enough of all reformers and especially of me. In the State of New York,
eight ninths of the men who supported me two years ago voted for Mr.
Barnes’s candidates or for Mr. Murphy’s or for the unspeakable Sulzer.
There was a general revulsion against reform. This was partly simply because
they were tired of us all, and partly because they felt that when their mate-
rial well-being was at stake we were obstacles in the way of their achieving
it. It was also partly because the extremists among us had done us real dis-
credit and damage. Men persisted in associating La Follette with us in spite
of the fact that La Follette was our bitterest foe. I have been surprised and
concerned at finding how many Californians told me that they intended to
support Johnson because he was 7ot an extremist but that they would not
support Heney because he was an extremist. I believe that the attack on
Johnson by Creel ! was a very material assistance to him because it made the
average man feel that he was not an extremist.

* George Creel, sometime editor of the Denver Posz and Rocky Mountain News,

during World War I chairman of the Committee on Public Information, was at this

time writing pro-Wilson articles for national magazines. He had published articles
in the October and November Everybody’s attacking Hiram Johnson. He also wrote

Wilson and the Issues (1916) and The 1 ar, the World and Wilson (1920), unoffi-
cial but effective Democratic campaign documents in those years.
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As for the future, I have not an idea what can be done. I think our or-
ganization should certainly be I\ept together. But I believe that we must allow
a very wide latitude for action in the different states. Nothing but harm has
come from the effort of men to prevent amalgamation between Progressives
and Progressive-Republicans who really felt exactly the same way in all mat-
ters of principle. Of course, the reactionary Republicans dreaded such amal-
gamation beyond everything else and were strong enough to prevent it,
whlle our own foolish extremists did whatever they could to aid the Repub-
lican machine men in this effort.

I cannot see clearly as to what the future will be. I do not think we have
ever had an Administration which I more cordially despised than I do this
Wilson-Bryan-Daniels combine. On the other hand the Republican party has
practically triumphed while it has returned to the very worst of its old lead-
ers. It is definitely under the control of Penrose, Barnes, the Ohio gangsters,
the heirs of Lorimer in Illinois, Murray Crane and his crowd in Massachu-
setts, Gallinger in New Hampshire, Dillingham in Vermont, the extreme re-
actionaries in Wisconsin, Kansas, South Dakota, Maryland, New Jersey and
elsewhere. Under these circumstances it is utterly impossible to say what we
are to do eighteen months hence. Of course, as far as I am concerned, I shall
never abate one jot of my allegiance to the principles laid down in our plat-
form two years ago. I will never surrender them nor compromise on them.
But I very strongly feel that for the time being at any rate, and probably
for the rest of my life, I can render no further service as a party leader. Be
this as it may, it is evident that for a year or so to come what is needed from
me is that I shall avoid political speech-making or any appearance of taking
active part in the party politics of the day. I shall merely be one of the rank
and file of the Progressive party, although of course always at the service of
any member of the party for private consultation.

I wish I could see you and go over all this personally with you and at
length. Faithfully yours

’

5935 * TO HIRAM WARREN JOHNSON Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, November 16, 1914

My dear Governor Johnson: 1 very earnestly hope that you can get on to the
conference of the Progressive party in Chicago.! I am not going. You are the
one great Progressive leader whom we have triumphantly elected. Your vic-
tory was personal, far more than Progressive. It was an astonishing tribute.

*On December 2 the Progressive National Executive Committee met in Chicago.
At the invitation of the committee, some ninety ‘representative Progressives from
all parts of the country attended the meeting. Johnson, however, remained in Cali-
fornia, sendmg Lissner and Committeeman Rowell to speak for him and for the state.
The meeting adopted a statement drawn u? by William Allen White and Rowell
which expressed confidence in the future of the party and emphasized the immedi-
ate need for the creation of a permanent, expert, nonpartisan tariff commission.
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Much may be done with you. I earnestly hope that you will be at C'hicago
to outline the course to be followed by the Progressive party. In 'tll'l"le of
defeat there is always a temptation among small men to air their grievances
with one another in public quarrels and thereby to cover themselves and the
cause with ridicule. Your influence would put a stop to this. Moreover, we
must avoid either the action of the faint-hearted who always despair of the
republic or the action of the lunatic fringe, the irreconcilables, who in every
movement like to take possession of it and run it as a small and impracticable
body of mere protest — often using it as a damage, instead of an aid, to effi-
ciency and good government. I believe you would do a great public service
if you came to Chicago. Of course, if you do, I very earnestly hope that you
will then continue to New York and that you and, if possible, Mrs. Johnson
will spend a night with us out here.

There is another matter about which I wish to write you. I am told that
the situation in California about the Japanese will tend to grow acute during
the next few months.2 I am informed that the labor people intend to re-
introduce very drastic legislation and that certain Germans are actively
engaged in stirring them up to do this. Of course, the Germans would like
nothing so much as to see us embroiled at this time in a war with Japan, as
they hope it would entangle us in hostilities with England. I most earnestly
hope that you will be able to insist upon the Japanese question remaining in
abeyance pending the present European war. Under all ordinary circum-
stances England would be obliged to assume an attitude favorable to us be-
cause Australia and British Columbia feel that in this matter their interests
and ours are identical. But when the whole British Empire is absorbed in the
contest with Germany and when Japan has just come to their aid, it might
well be that they would have to give aid to Japan, or, even if they did not
do so, to remain neutral and leave us to challenge war under the hopelessly
inefficient leadership of Messrs. Wilson and Bryan and Daniels. It would be
impossible to stigmatize too harshly Wilson’s attitude in foreign affairs and
his literally criminal misconduct in entrusting the State Department and the
Navy Department to Bryan and Daniels, the two most wretched creatures
we have ever seen at the head of those great departments. Our navy has been
permitted to deteriorate in efficiency at least to the extent of twenty-five per
cent during the last twenty months. The Administration has promised in-
dependence to the Philippines and utterly disorganized our government there
and yet has not taken efficient means to give them independence nor has it
taken any efficient means to safeguard the islands. Of course, we should
either govern or get out. Above all, our foreign policy should be treated as
a coherent whole. If Bryan means what he says when he announces that he
would like to arbitrate all questions and under no circumstances go to war,
then he should apply it concretely by announcing that he will arbitrate with
the Japanese the question of unlimited Japanese immigration to these shores

2It did not.
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and abandon the Philippines and Hawaii on the ground that we could not
keep them without a war and that he does not intend to go to war. If he
does not mean this then he ought to quit his unseemly prattling and Wilson
ought to take efficient steps to strengthen us so that we may be able to hold
our own if our rights in any of these respects are threatened.

As things are now, it seems to me that our great object should be to
avoid anything that may cause serious trouble with Japan, until the European
world war has come to an end. I do hope you will be able to get the labor
people to defer any such action as that of which I hear, at least for the time
being. As you know, I always objected to Taft’s treaty with Japan, the
present treaty under which we abandon the right to keep out Japanese
laborers, including small farmers and the like. I emphatically believe in
treating the Japanese with the utmost courtesy but in explaining that we do
not expect them to admit our people as immigrants in mass and that we
do not intend to admit them here as immigrants in mass. But if we are to do
this, we must keep our navy at such a pitch of efficiency as to make the
cool-headed statesmen of Japan wary about going to war with us. On land
we are ridiculously unable to cope with them but a year’s wise and serious
work would make our navy an overmatch for theirs. In dealing with them
we should act on the proverb of which I am so fond: Speak softly and
carry a big stick. Until this war is ended, England and Russia are no menace
for Japan; and we should not give Japan a chance to deal with us, under
such conditions, while we have men like Wilson, Bryan and Daniels at the
head of affairs. Faithfully yours

59036 *+ TO GEORGE WALBRIDGE PERKINS Roosevelt Mss.

Memorandum Opyster Bay, November 23, 1914

The more I have thought over it, the more I feel that it is impossible for
me even to write privately to Van Valkenburg.! No good would be
accomplished by such a letter. It is in my judgment not only inadvisable
but rather worse than useless for me at this time to be discussing our
internal affairs. As I found at Princeton and as your boy said, the things
that people are interested in are external affairs. They have not the slightest
interest in my pointing out Wilson’s inconsistency and hypocrisy in the
Cotton matter.2 My own belief is that they do not take any especial interest
in what I say or in what any other Progressives say about a Tariff Com-
mission, and personally I very gravely doubt whether Progressive activity
about a Tariff Commission or about anything else will be of any particular

1 Perkins had asked Roosevelt to send Van Valkenburg a declaration on domestic
policy for endorsement by the Chicago conference.

2 The British, under some pressure from the United States, withheld cotton from the
contraband list at the beginning of the war. However, by every device at their
disposal the British delayed cotton transport, seeking as they were “to prevent ship-
ments into Germany.” In the next year cotton was added to the contraband list.
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consequence one way or the other during the next six months. Silence and
sit tight may not represent the best policy, for at present there is no b-est
policy and no good policy but they may represent the least bad pohc_y
that can for some months be pursued, the policy least likely to make it
difficult for us to turn to good any chance of working in the future. I am
very doubtful whether such chance will come but it may come and the less
we do now the better off we shall be if it does come.

5937 * TO EDWIN A. VAN VALKENBURG Roosevelt Mss.

Oyster Bay, November 23, 1914

Dear Van: Thinking it over, I am more and more inclined to agree with
your view that in the first place it would be well not to hold that meeting?
at all and that in the next place if the meeting is held all that should be done
should be an announcement that we stand unflinchingly by our principles
and will never abandon them, that we stand for the entire Progressive plat-
form and that events during the past two years have made it clear beyond
possibility of doubt that the social and economic measures we have advocated
are entirely right and that, for example, the only possible way of satis-
factorily solving the tariff and trust questions will be the methods we have
outlined and that hand in hand with the adoption of these methods should
go the adoption of Workmen’s Compensation and Child Labor Laws.

As a matter of fact, what we now say is of very small consequence.
Immediately after election is a poor time for the beaten party to expect to
be listened to or to start a propaganda. People at such times are sick of
politics and above all sick of the politics of the defeated crowd. They wish
to wait and see what the victors and near-victors do. They are interested at
present in what the Republicans and Democrats do and not at all in what we
say of the Republicans and Democrats. A year hence it may be that our
words will carry great weight, and then we will be pointing out what bas
been done, and not what may be done; but at present silence and sitting
tight (are what we are to do) are our best hold. In my judgment if Amos
Pinchot and George Record turn up, we should publicly and emphatically
state that we have no further connection with them.2 Amos Pinchot is
writing in a Socialist paper, attacking the Progressive party and is no
longer a Progressive. George Record is the appointee of a Democratic
Governor and is no longer a Progressive. Neither of them has any more
right to address us than has for example the esteemed State Senator Crow

! Gifford Pinchot and other Progressives had proposed that the party hold a general
convocation after the meeting in Chicago. This was not done.

*Record and Amos Pinchot did not go to Chicago. They had probably discovered
that Roosevelt had sent to several members of the executive committee the instruc-
tions about them contained in this letter.

848

—_ o = o

—— =

—

- B> o . ==

- = B> P



R0Ce ang
S 00 bey
ad poliy
0 ke
e, |
and the ks

R
Sl ":C‘»’:i

0 pringg

Sy

% sl
TV O
00 We b

wi. Ther vt
-
ol 2w
v e W

g ik

of Pennsylvania or State Senator Frawley of New York.? I personally like
both Record and Pinchot and I should treat them with all possible courtesy
but I would also frankly say that in view of their attitude we are bound
to feel that all they are anxious to do is to damage the Progressive party
and that there is no earthly reason why we should aid them in thus damag-
ing us. You put the situation in a nutshell when you commented on Amos
Pinchot’s preposterous attitude. He says that we have lost by not being
radical enough. As we have lost not to the Democrats but to Penrose and
Barnes, this statement is equivalent to saying that people, because they
thought we were not radical enough, turned and voted for Penrose, for
Barnes and for the ultraconservatives and reactionaries everywhere. Such
a statement is too nonsensical to discuss and we dignify Amos Pinchot
needlessly by giving the slightest heed to his antics. Sincerely yours

5938 + TO ETHEL ROOSEVELT DERBY Derby Mss.

Oyster Bay, November 26, 1914

Darling Etbel, Of course we are overjoyed at the news that you and Dick
are sailing on the 12th. We only hope that it may be convenient for you
both, and that poor good Dick’s work will permit you, to come at once
out here and stay until after Xmas.

We shall miss the baddy baby wery much when you take him. You
will find him so grown that you'll hardly know him, and as merry, vigorous,
active a small soul as you can imagine. I have completely succumbed to him,
and am immensely flattered because when I go into his room before break-
fast he smiles and coos to be taken up and waves his little arms and legs;
.and then I hold him up to the gas fixture, and he strives with absorbed
eagerness to get the glass globe off, and then suddenly deserts it with one
hand (the other still clutched on it) and endeavors to remove my spectacles.
Thank Heaven he’s not a prophylactic baby! — when he’s on his back
and I can only amuse him with my watch, he promptly stuffs it into his
mouth, microbes and all. At this moment he’s sitting by me with his grand-
mother, on the sofa; I have to stop now and then to take him up and let
him play with things. His grandmother is very well; we’ve had the most
delightful three weeks imaginable. I never wish to leave Sagamore again!

Archie was down after the football game.! He is a dear; and I delight
in the odd angle at which ideas sometimes strike him. We were speaking
of the Harvard full back Eddie Mahan: —

3Grate Senators William E. Crow, a Penrose Republican, and James J. Frawley, a
Tammany Democrat.

*Led by Edward William Mahan and Huntington Reed Hardwick, an undefeated
Harvard football team overwhelmed Yale 36-o0, to win for the third successive year
the Eastern intercollegiate championship.
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Myself. “Do you know him?”

Archie. “No, I do’n’t know him. I've merely met him:” then, as an -

explanatory and matter-of-fact afterthought: “we slept in the same bed
one riight!” They were visiting Andover when this trivial incident of a
purely formal acquaintance occurred. Your loving father

I hope you’ve seen my articles on the war.

5939 * TO HENRY FREDERICK COCHEMS Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, November 28, 1914

Dear Henry: McGovern has written me a furious letter about my action in
supporting Blaine, assuring me that I have thereby hopelessly damaged my
standing in Wisconsin.* I responded that as I did not have any standing
in Wisconsin I did not think I could damage it much. I asked his permission
to show you his letter, which permission I have not yet received.

I hope you will be at Chicago and help to keep our men on an even keel.
The lunatic fringe, of which the most conspicuous example is Amos Pinchot,
may possibly attend and do a little mischief. Amos has not enough capacity
for coherent thought to make him a Socialist; he is a kind of parlor anarchist
or amateur LW.W. follower of Moyer, Haywood, Giovannitti & Co. His
recent articles in a Socialist paper in New York entitle us to say absolutely
that he is no longer a member of the Progressive Party and that he openly
announces that from the beginning he disbelieved in its platform and
principles. He is utterly impotent as a foe and the only damage he can do
1s as a treacherous friend and he should never be allowed inside the ranks
again.

I have been immensely impressed with the Haskell account of Gettys-
burg.? It is really a classic, and its value is added to by the heroic death
that crowned Haskell’s gallant career. Don’t forget to send me the data
about your father, uncles and grandfather in the Civil War. Faithfully yours

*The Wisconsin situation was hopelessly muddled. There were, for example, Old
Guard Republicans, Bull Moose Republicans, and La Follette Republicans within
the “regular” Republican fold. Because of these divisions, the liberal wing of the
party had fared badly in the recent elections. E. L. Philipp, a reactionary, had de-
feated J. J. Blaine, a Progressive, and J. C. Karel, a Democrat, for the governor-
ship. Democrat Paul Husting had defeated McGovern for United States Senator.
This is one of several letters to Blaine, Cochems, and McGovern in which Roose-
velt tried at once to explain how difficult it had been for him to take sensible action
in this confused situation and to soothe the troubled spirits of the defeated Blaine
and McGovern.
*Frank Aretas Haskell, The Battle of Gettysburg (Madison, Wisconsin, 1908). This
is a fascinating monograph, written originally as a letter to the author’s brother
shortly after the battle, printed privately in the late ’seventies, reprinted in 1898 as
part of the history of the class of 1854 of Dartmouth College, and finally published
by the Wisconsin History Commission in 19o8.
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5940 * TO HENRY FORD Roosevelt Mss.

Oyster Bay, November 30, 1914

My dear Mr. Ford: There are a great many things that you are doing that
interest me peculiarly.! I am not only desirous of knowing how you
handle your workingmen from the purely industrial and social side but
also T want to know your method of dealing with the immigrant working-
men. I have heard a great deal about you both from Mr. Pope® and through
Mr. Edison? and Judge Lindsey has been very anxious that I should
know at firsthand some of the things you have to say. When you next
come to New York will you not give me the pleasure of taking lunch or
dinner with me? I should like to ask Miss Kellor at the same time. Faithfully
yours

§941 * TO ARCHIBALD BULLOCH ROOSEVELT Roosevelt Mss.

New York, December 2, 1914

Dearest Archie: In the first place, about David T. Abercrombie. Hereafter
don’t buy anything from him unless he is to render the bill with the goods
at the time; and I think you had better pay cash, for I am wholly unable to
make out what the bills are which he sends.

Colonel Sanger was here Sunday.! He was much interested in your
proposals. He says he is soon going up to Harvard and he will then see
you and his son and talk the whole thing over. I think he is the man through
whom to work. Doubtless now nothing can be done except agitate among
our people, for it needs a prolonged course of preliminary agitation before
we can get them to have any sense. Young Sanger is evidently interested
in the matter too. If my articles are published in pamphlet form, I will send

*Henry Ford’s revolutionary labor policies were receiving nation-wide attention.
Ford in January 1914 announced that his employees were to work an eight-hour day
at a minimum wage of $5.00 a day. The standard scale for the industry was then
$2.40 for a nine-hour day. Ford also promised to give his workers $10,000,000 in
bonuses during the year 1914. The details of Ford’s labor policies in 1914 are de-
scribed by Horace Lucien Arnold and Fay Leone Faurote in Ford Methods and
the Ford Shops (New York, 1915), a study of the institutionalization of the auto-
mobile industry.

2 Gustavus D. Pope, a Detroit Progressive. On December 17, 1914, Roosevelt told
Pope that he had enjoyed meeting Ford and that he now wanted to talk over Ford’s
views.

# Thomas Alva Edison.

1Roosevelt had asked William Cary Sanger to come to Oyster Bay to talk over

“starting some kind of propaganda to institute something like the Swiss Military
system here in the United States” (Roosevelt to Sanger, November 23, 1914,
Roosevelt Mss.). Roosevelt, in the New York Times of November 15, 1914, had
already urged the country to adopt the Swiss system of military training. This
article is reprinted as “Seif-Defense without Militarism,” America and the World
War, Nat. Ed. XVII, ch. viii,
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him through you a copy. His father showed me an article by him.? He 1S
fundamentally right in his article; but he is entirely wrong on two poInts.
We must under no condition guarantee the independence of the Philippines,
if we leave the islands, for we thereby make ourselves responsible for them
while losing all power of control over them. Again, it would be mere folly,
the silliest kind of silliness, to ask Mexico, Venezuela, Honduras, Nicaragua,
to guarantee the Monroe doctrine with us. It is eminently proper to ask
Brazil, the Argentine and Chile to do it and it would be better still to treat
them as guarantors of the doctrine so far as America south of the Equator
is concerned; but to ask the other countries 1 have named to guarantee it
would be about like asking the Apaches and Utes to guarantee it. There
is no use in pretending that things are true when they are not. Indeed, it is
a mark of the greatest weakness to do so and three fourths of our interna-
tional troubles have come from making just such pretenses. The powers
in question and Haiti and Santo Domingo are not fit to be trusted in
international matters, even so far as they themselves are concerned; and to
ask them to become co-guarantors of a great measure of foreign policy
would be absolutely feeble-minded on our part. It is barely possible that
Bryan might take such a step, if it occurred to him; but then he would be
well capable of asking Timbuktu and Tibet to come into a similar agreement.

Mother and I are marking out a path through Smith’s Field. I took the
billhook and she a very small hatchet and went over it day before yesterday.
Mother finally voted the war a failure after industrious but ineffectual
efforts to cut down exceedingly pliable vines with the hatchet; and then
she went home, evidently in nervous apprehension that in the course of
my dealings with the billhook, I might leave a leg behind me — apprehen-
sions not wholly unwarranted.

It was delightful seeing you and we enjoyed your visit more than I can
say. Do let an elderly parent point out, however, that on such occasions
you had better bring a bag or see that you have clothes at home to put on.
You are nearly twenty-one now and you know that certain of your cousins
have suffered seriously because they have been not only uncouth but at
times positively soiled in appearance and I don’t want to see you damage

yourself by following in that particular respect in their footsteps. Your
loving father

5942 * TO SUSAN DEXTER DALTON COOLEY Roosevelt Mss.

New York, December 2, 1914

Dear Mrs. Cooley:* The trouble with Dickinson? is that, while he has a
general purpose to see right done, he has not the slightest conception of
* William Cary Sanger, Jr., “Some Questions of Foreign Policy,” Harvard Advocate,

98:19-23 (October 23, 1914). The young Sanger, St. Mark’s *12, Harvard ’16, even-
tually became a pacifist and Socialist.

! Susan Dexter Dalton (Mrs. Alford Warriner) Cooley.
? Goldsworthy Lowes Dickinson, British humanist, fellow of King’s College, Cam-
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how to achieve it; and he does not even see it very clearly. For instance,
in his League of World Peace, he skips the vitally important intermediate
step upon which I have insisted and upon which I see that Bryce also has
insisted, as a preliminary to the creation of an international force. At present,
it is utterly «useless» to talk about the creation of such a force. He might
just as well have talked about universal suffrage and a minimum wage to
the men who made Magna Charta; such talk at that time would not have
been wisdom; it would have been folly and an aid to reaction. All kinds of
steps ought to be taken first. Dickinson belongs to the school of people who
treats facts as irrelevant to the work of life. In private life these individuals
fail and cause great loss and suffering to their families. In public life they do
damage to the government, just to the extent that they have any influence
whatever. The first and vital point in any settlement is that might shall be
put behind right and that the men like Dickinson shall understand that it
is as ridiculous to advocate international peace not based upon might as it
would be to base an aspiration for orderliness in Boston upon the «absence»
of any police force. Yet this is what the Dickinsons have . . . proposed.
We are not anywhere near the point as yet where internationally we can
have an international force «aparts from the laws of the several states as
Dickinson «proposes». The first necessary step is that all big civilized states
shall guarantee to use their force against any recalcitrant state, any state
that bids defiance to . . . decrees of an international tribunal. This step
must precede the organization of the international force, precisely as in
civil life the posse comitatus precedes the creation of an efficient con-
stabulary.

This nation had it in its power to take the first and very practical step
in this direction by acting emphatically on behalf of Belgium’s neutrality
under the Hague conventions. This was the real service it could have
rendered to the peace of righteousness. It did not render it, and the pacificists
were hysterical in their praise of Wilson for his treachery to the cause of
peace by not rendering it.

Dickinson is one of those men who take a good case and do what they
can to hurt it by basing their advocacy on false grounds. In this article he
endorses the absurd Norman Angell # who points out that war never pays;
and Dickinson repeats that it does not pay. This is literally and exactly as

if one should rest one’s appeal for righteousness in private life purely on the

bridge, author of The Greek View of Life (1896). When the war came he placed
himself with those who did not think it could have been avoided but who set them-
selves the task of forever avoiding future wars. He drafted in August 1914 a scheme
for what he called a League of Nations. This draft appeared in two articles pub-
lished in December 1914 and January 1915 in the Atlantic Monthly. He was a mov-
ing spirit in the formation of the League of Nations Union which framed some gf
the actual provisions of the covenant of the League. After the war he turned again
to fruitful contemplation of Greece and the Greek legacy to the Western world.

*Sir Norman Angell, author of The Great lllusion (1910), lecturer, and general
manager of the Paris Daily Mail, 1905-1914. A student of international affairs, he
advocated national preparedness and an international organization to enforce peace.
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ground that “honesty is the best policy.” Anyone who does not know th?t
rich men in this country within the last sixty years have again and again
acquired vast fortunes by dishonesty is not fit to talk on social subjects.
Anyone who does not know that Germany and Japan in the last ﬁft_y years
have profited immeasurably by successful war is not fit to talk on 1nterna-
tional subjects. The only way by which remedies can be provided is by
looking disagreeable facts resolutely in the face and not by lying about them.
I use the term “lie,” which is an ugly term, because I wish to make it as
clear as possible that the attitude of Dickinson in saying things that he must
know are not true, if he has any sense, is essentially an immoral attitude.

Dickinson says what of course many hundreds of other people, including
myself, have said again and again and what has been said ever since the «timey
of . . .. ; that we ought to try to make nations represent real national units
whose people come together on account of their race, or their desire to
unite. He is quite right, of course, when he repeats the truisms that Finland,
North Schleswig, Poland, Alsace and Lorraine ought to settle for themselves
their political futures; but he shows the kink in his own mind that makes
him utterly unfit to give advice when he classes India with these peoples.
Sooner or later, I think the English will have to get out of India; but to
have them get out at present would probably be as unmitigated a calamity
for India as it would be unmitigatedly a benefit for Finland if Russia ceased
to rule her. Dickinson shows the besetting sin of his kind in caring for
names and not for things in such a matter as this. Mexico, Colombia, India,
Egypt, Turkistan, Algiers, the Philippines, do not in any way stand on a
level with Chile, the Argentine, Switzerland, Belgium, Holland, Finland and
Alsace. It is impossible in practice to treat these nations as standing on the
same level. It is a mark of silliness to try. All civilized mankind have bene-
fited immeasurably by the French conquest of Algiers, the English conquest
of the Sudan, the Russian conquest of Turkistan, by our taking Lower
California, and the Panama zone. It would be a calamity at this time to have
those conquests undone. It would on the other hand be a calamity to have
Belgium, Holland and Switzerland absorbed by any power against their
will. In international matters to make believe that nations are equal when
they are not equal is as productive of far-reaching harm as to make the
same pretense about individuals in a community. Keir Hardie has attempted
to insist that in Natal the native Kaffirs should be treated on a political
equality with the white colonists. The practical effort to do this would
result inside of thirty days in the annihilation of the white colonists and
then in the annihilation of nine tenths of the black men at one another’s
hands and the return of Natal to the condition in which it was when the
White colonists first went there and found it a vacant land, thanks to the
extermination of the people by Chaka’s Zulus.

My articles on the war have been pub]ished in the Boston Globe but
of course you have not seen them. Equally, of course, under no circum-
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stances would it be possible to utilize me in the negotiations for peace.
As for Lowes Dickinson and his kind, they will be utterly powerless,
as powerless as the Atlantic Monthly itself, even to create good sentiment
that shall be efficient. Some of the things for which they strive are right and
proper. These same things are striven for with infinitely more efficiency
and sanity by serious men such as James Bryce. These are the things I have
advocated as strongly as I know how in the articles of which I have spoken.
Unfortunately, mixed with these matters in which Dickinson and his
people are right, there is so much as to which they are hopelessly wrong
that the net result of what they do is slightly damaging to the cause they
profess to help. In active political life at the moment, the man who comes
nearest to their type is Bryan — although Daniels at the head of the Navy
also approximates closely to it, and Wilson ranks well up with these, his
two subordinates. Our foreign affairs were managed badly under Taft;
but they have never been managed quite as badly as they are under Messrs.
Wilson and Bryan and Daniels; and never have we been less effective for
decency and righteousness than at the present moment.
Give my love to Sunny Jim. Faithfully yours

§043 * TO FRIEDRICH VON STUMM Roosevelt Mss.

New York, December 2, 1914

Dear von Stumm:' 1 thank you for your letter of November rith. Will
you give my warm regards to your dear wife? I wish I could see you both,
although I do not suppose you would care to see me at present. Dernburg?
took dinner with me the other evening and Kuno Meyer® takes lunch with
me next Sunday. I have done my best to keep in touch with the German
side of the case.

I hope you have seen just what I have said about Germany. You will
not agree with it but you will also see that it has been said not only without
bitterness but with hearty respect and admiration. To me the crucial point
in what has been done, so far as the position of America and the interests
of humanity are concerned, is what was done by Germany in subjugating
and destroying Belgium. It seems to me that this can only be justified on the
theory that there is no such thing as international right and wrong. The
United States behaved in this way toward Spain in connection with Florida

*Friedrich, Freiherr von Stumm, longtime member —London, Paris, Vienna, St.
Petersburg, Madrid — of the German diplomatic corps; at this time director of the
political division of the Foreign Ministry.

2Bernhard Dernburg, once Colonial Secretary for Germany, in 1914 resident in
New York as the cool and subtle spokesman for his country’s position.

3Kuno Meyer, German authority on Celtic philology and history, professor of
Celtic at the University of Liverpool, 1895-1911, and the University of Berlin, 1911-
1919; brother of Eduard Meyer, German historian who during World War [
devoted his talents to justifications of his country’s policies.
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a century ago and England at about the same time acted in similar fas.hion
about Denmark. France, Russia, Austria, all so acted on other occasions.
But the Hague conferences were supposed to mark a step forward. They
were held with the explicit purpose of preventing the repetition of such
wrongs as those that have previously occurred. Things that were done a
century ago no more form a justification for things that are done at t.he
present day than the sack of Magdeburg or of Drogheda three centuries
ago could be held as establishing a precedent to justify similar action in
Poland or Posen, in Alsace or Belgium at the present day.

My dear von Stumm, I would not write you this if you had not your-
self written me. For when war is on, then, although I hold it the duty of
a citizen to try to make his country behave right, yet it probably is (and
if the war is one of life or death it certainly is) his duty to render the
best service he can to his country and to stand by it no matter if he
thinks that on some point it has been guilty of error or wrongdoing. If
I were a German, I should now be fighting for Germany; but most
emphatically as soon as the opportunity came I would advocate Germany
undoing and atoning for the dreadful wrong it has committed on Belgium.

You must remember that the commission of such a wrong absolutely
unsettles the relations between other nations and the nation that has
committed the wrong. What is the use of Germany assuring the United
States, as it has done, that it never intends to seek territorial aggrandizement
in America, when we have before our eyes the fate of Belgium and must
know that if Germany destroyed the British Empire, it would act toward
the Panama Canal and toward the Western Hemisphere generally precisely
as it deemed German interest required? You quote what I did in connection
with the Panama Canal as being similar to what Germany did to Belgium.
The simile would have been good only if Belgium had been subject to
France, had found the French yoke intolerable and had invited and demanded
German interference to protect it from French tyranny. This is exactly
what Panama did as regards Colombia. I have always felt that Germany
had to take Holstein and German Schleswig away from Denmark and
unite them, in accordance with the wishes of their people, to Germany;
and this in a very rough way parallels what we did in Panama. I of course
except northern or Danish Schleswig from the comparison.

At the time I am writing the chances of the war seem on the whole to
be in favor of Germany, so that what I am about to say has no practical
value to you. But it is as well to remember that I very emphatically stated
that it would have been our duty to have interfered against France or
England just as quickly as against Germany, had the wrong to Belgium
been done by either of these powers, and that I have made no attempt
whatever, apart from the case of Belgium, to assess blame among the
contestants; and I have thoroughly understood that to each of them it
may seem a life and death struggle, so that the people of each country
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believe absolutely that their cause is right. I have also stated as emphatically
as possible, having in view certain statements made in Russia, France and
England, that I should regard any attempt to break up the German Empire
or to reduce Germany to the condition in which it was prior to half a
century ago as being a calamity to mankind, as great a calamity as the
annihilation of France or the destruction of the British Empire. If I had
my way, I would actively interfere to prevent any one of these calamities.
This I suppose would merely make you feel ill will towards me if Germany
were victorious; but if she were not victorious and the attempt were
made to destroy her, I should as stoutly champion her cause as I would
now champion the cause of Belgium.

I am a practical man. I believe that the first duty of my country —a
duty which I have no hope at all to see it fulfill —is to put itself in such
shape as to be able to defend its own rights. But in addition I am an idealist,
as I feel every practical man ought to be, and I endeavor to reduce my
ideals to practice; and one of these ideals is to strive to bring about the
era when international wrongdoing shall be actively discouraged by civilized
nations exactly as individual wrongdoing is discouraged within these civ-
ilized nations. I wish to judge each nation on its conduct. I happen to
have a peculiar admiration and regard for Germany. More than any
other European nation, it can teach us of the United States lessons we
ought to learn. If Germany were wronged, I should like to see the United
States stand by it to the last, and to any degree. But when Germany
wrongs an entirely innocent and well-behaved small civilized power like
Belgium, I would in similar fashion like to see the United States stand by
Belgium. Very sincerely yours

5944 ° TO BERNHARD DERNBURG Roosevelt Mss.

Opyster Bay, December 4, 1914

My dear Doctor Dernburg: 1 have scrupulously refrained from saying
publicly or repeating to any man who would be likely to repeat it that
Germany was one of the two powers to which I referred in the article of
which you speak.! Inasmuch as you ask the question, however, I do not in
the least mind saying that Germany was one of them. Moreover, my dear
doctor Dernburg, it is a little bit difficult for me to treat your question as
entirely serious. Surely you do not intend to tell me that when there has
been even a remote and improbable danger of a conflict between Germany
and the United States, Germany has not made plans in view of such a

1In Roosevelt’s article of November 29, reprinted as chapter xii of America and the
World War, Nat. Ed. XVIII, he wrote: “I know of my own knowledge that two
nations which on certain occasions were obliged . . .. to take into account the
question of possible war with the United States, then planned in such event to seize
the Panama Canal and to take and ransom or destroy certain of our great coast
cities.” The nations, of course, were Germany and Japan.
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contingency! Some of your highest men have spoken to me with entire
frankness about such preparations, even in their larger detail, and about tbe
effect upon America of the seizure of New York, especially if a pacificist
President was in the White House.

You of course saw in my articles that I explicitly stated that it was
entirely right for any power to make such plans; that it was no evidence
of ill will against us; and that it was simply evidence that military and
naval men of a great nation were seriously accepting their duties to their
own nation. I explicitly stated as of course you remember, that it would
be childish to object to the existence of such plans but that it would be
imbecile not to realize that they existed. Your countrymen have for fifty
years faced facts; I am sorry to say that a large number of my countrymen
refuse to face them. My dear doctor, if you wish for your own purposes and
in Germany’s interest to prevent America from facing facts, why, I have
nothing to say in the matter; but you must not expect me to join the large
number of my countrymen who do refuse to face them and who therefore
wish to keep us helpless to protect ourselves if we are menaced.

You say that von Edelsheim, who published in pamphlet form a study
of how Germany would proceed against America in the event of war,?
was not a member of the German General Staff but merely an attaché of
the German General Staff; that he was a lieutenant at the time; and that
he left the service after rising to the rank of Major. As I understand it,
you take the view that this robs his article of all importance. I do not agree
with you. No German Army Officer, and especially no attaché of the
General Staff, would have been allowed to publish a pamphlet of that kind
without immediate rebuke and disavowal by his superiors, if they disap-
proved of his action. The German Army is the last army in the world
where such conduct would, if not approved of, have been permitted to
pass without rebuke. The article was widely circulated. It was sold in the
bookshops in various places. I wish to distinctly state that I do not regard
this article and the failure of the German militaty authorities to disavow
it as in any way offensive to the United States or giving us the slightest
ground for complaint or suspicion. I wish to reiterate that I regard your
military people as absolutely within their rights, as doing what was absolutely
proper, in preparing for all contingencies and in treating war with every
great power as a possible contingency. In Bernhardi’s book,? as I pointed
out in the articles to which you refer, war with Austria is treated as 2
contingency; and this although the whole purpose of the book was to show
what Austria and Germany, acting together, should do in time of war.

* Translated by Alexander Gray, this pamphlet by Franz Wilhelm Leopold Hein-
rich Friedrich Ludwig von Edelsheim was published in New York in 1915 under the
title Germany’s Naval Plan of Campaign against Great Britain and the United
States.

*Friedrich von Bernhardi, Germany and the Next War (London, 1912).
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This could give no right ground for offense in Austria. The only incredible
thing is that any considerable section of our people should fail to understand
that if there are any signs of our clashing with a foreign military power in
our interests, such foreign military power will of course make plans as to the
action it will take in the event of trouble.

The other evening, in your conversation with me, you said that the viola-
tion of Belgian neutrality and the seizure of Belgium by Germany was an
absolute necessity; that in war when a great nation was fighting for its life
such steps would have to be taken; and that the only way in which they
would ever be prevented was by making it more dangerous to take them
than not to take them. I of course entirely agreed with this conclusion of
yours and that is why I have no faith in the peace and arbitration treaties
which provide no method for their enforcement and why I feel so strongly
that until neutral nations make it evident that they will effectively put a stop
to violations of neutrality these violations will take place.

In this morning’s paper I see quotations from your article for the Inde-
pendent.* Wherein you in effect say that when peace comes while Belgium
is not to be included in the German Empire, in the sense that Wiirtemberg,
for instance, is included, yet that she is to be taken in as an economic unit
and that Antwerp and the other cities are to be kept for the defense of the
German Empire on the North Sea. If your article means anything, it means
that for military and financial purposes Belgium is to be incorporated in the
German Empire as the result of this war. The Chancellor himself has ex-
plicitly stated that what was done to Belgium was a wrong;’ and of course
it is out of the question to imagine any wrong that could be committed on
any unoffending neutral nation greater than that which has been committed
by Germany on Belgium. Your proposal is that as the sequence to this wrong
the wrongdoer shall take possession of the wronged power. Now, my dear
Doctor Dernburg, this is simply a frank avowal that there is no such thing as
international morality; and in view thereof, it seems to me idle to discuss the
question as to Germany’s friendship to the United States or as to her keeping
any promise she makes at this time. You have said in your public utterances
that Germany will respect the Monroe doctrine and your Ambassador has
said that Germany does not intend to expand territorially in America. But
these declarations cannot possibly be made more explicit than the declara-
tions of your government in respect to Belgium’s neutrality. When you en-
tirely disregard your solemn agreement in one case, you have no right to
expect that any attention whatever will be paid to similar statements in

*“When Germany Wins,” Independent, 80:361-362 (December 7, 1914).

® Theobald von Bethmann-Hollweg, the German Chancellor, in his Reichstag speech
of August 4, 1914, said: “We are acting in self-defense, and necessity knows no
law. Our troops have occupied Luxemburg and perhaps already have advanced into
Belgian territory. This is against the law of nations. . . . We shall repair the wrong
we are doing as soon as our military aims have been reached.” — New York Timzes,
August 5, 1914.
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another case. In view of your own words about Belgium in the publicatio-n
to which I have alluded and in view of what has occurred in Belgium, it
seems to me idle to ask the United States to pay the slightest attention to pro-
testations as to what Germany would or would not do in America if it be-
come to her interest to take a given course. If Germany became master of
the seas, what earthly reason is there to suppose that she will refrain from
seizing the Panama Canal or establishing a colonial empire in America, if she
deems it her interest so to do, without paying any more regard to interna-
tional morality than she has paid in the case of Belgium? My dear Doctor, I
can understand, although I do not approve, the theory of acting in accord-
ance with national self-interest without any regard to any moral obligation
to any other power; but I do not understand her so acting in one case as
regards one unoffending nation and at the same time expecting outsiders to
believe that you will not thus act if another similar case, as regards another
unoffending nation should arise. Of course it is possible for you to persuade
foolish people to take this view; but really, my dear Doctor, it does not seem
to me worth while for you to try to get me or any other man of experience,
of patriotism and of reasonable efficiency to take such a view.

To guard against any possible misconception, let me put my own posi-
tion concisely. I have a very hearty admiration for the German people. I am
myself partly of German descent. I know no American citizens superior to
the American citizens of German descent. I immensely admire the efficiency
of the German Empire, that is of the German people and government. I
greatly wish that we in America would copy this efficiency, both military,
industrial and social and we can only do that if we exercise the wise fore-
thought and show the patriotism and the capacity for labor that Germany
has exercised and shown. I understand entirely the great difficulties of Ger-
many’s position with France on one side and Russia on the other. But I do
not and cannot accept and I never shall accept, the German theory of inter-
national morality as shown by Germany’s action toward Belgium. What I say
or do is of small moment; it is very possibly true that I represent only an
inappreciable element of the American people; but I do represent a certain
number of American citizens who emphatically believe in international mo-
rality, in international good faith, both on the part of the United States and
on the part of other nations, and who no less empbhatically believe that it is
as wrong to show timidity and weakness as to show brutality and cynicism
in international, no less than in private dealings. Hitherto in this war Ger-
many has on the whole been successful and it may be that you are right in
your forecast that Germany will be victorious and will keep Belgium. If so,
you will not have my sympathy and if I had the power you would not have
my support. On the other hand, if you and the Austrians were beaten and
if there was an attempt made to take at the expense of Germany and Austria
the action which you so lightheartedly propose to take at the expense of
Belgium, whatever I could do by words would be done on behalf of the
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Germans; and if I had the power, I would, in such a case, exercise that power
in your behalf. I would as greatly regret to see the German nation destroyed
as I would to see France or England or Russia destroyed and if I had the
power I would interfere as quickly to prevent one calamity as to prevent the
other.

In short, my belief is that this nation should judge other nations each on
its conduct; and that it should fearlessly and where possible effectively take
action against wrongdoing; that it should prepare itself so as to make it un-
safe for any other nation to do wrong to it; and that in its turn it should
scrupulously do justice to every nation that acts rightly. Very sincerely
yours

§9045 * TO ELLEN LYLE EVANS MAHAN Maban Mss.0
Opyster Bay, December 5, 1914

My dear Mrs. Mahan, In a time of sore sorrow there is nothing an outsider
can say that will avail; yet I wish you to know how deeply Mrs. Roosevelt
and I feel for and with you.! I need not tell you that, like all who try to be
good American citizens, I not only immensely admired the Admiral, but re-
garded him as one of the greatest and most useful influences in American life.
He was one of those few men who leave a permanent mark on history and
literature, aside from their profound and far-reaching influence on contem-
porary thought. He was a great man, and a very good man and good citizen.

Remember me to your son, of whom I am genuinely fond.

I wish there were anything I could do to show my sympathy. Very re-
spectfully and faithfully yours

5946 * TO HENRY CABOT LODGE Printed !

Oyster Bay, December 8, 1914

Dear Cabot: I am much pleased that you liked my Mexican article. T should
particularly like to write a second article showing the outrages committed on
American citizens.? I have general statements of these outrages but nothing

! Alfred Thayer Mahan died 1 December 1914.

* Lodge, 11, 449-450.
2Roosevelt’s first article on Mexico was published in the New York Times on

December 6, 1914; the second, in the Metropolitan of March 1915; combined and
slightly revised, the articles are reprinted in Fear God and Take Your Own Part,
Nat. Ed. XVIII, ch. viii. The December article condemned Wilson for failing in
Mexico to prevent desecration of church property and alleged outrages to priests
and nuns. For his information Roosevelt relied upon Medill McCormick, Charles J.
Bonaparte, and a number of Roman Catholic priests, including the editor of
America (a Catholic periodical), the president of the Catholic Church Extension
Society, and Archbishop Blenk of New Orleans. Senators Lodge and Fall, who
helped Roosevelt write his second article, and many Catholic clerics, including
Archbishop Ireland, commended Roosevelt’s position. For other interpretations of
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specific, whereas I was given the specific and detailed statements of the out-
rages committed upon the priests and nuns. Of course, however, inc1dentglly
in that article we have the clearest and most specific charge of the worst kind
of outrage; and this charge is cheerfully made by Mr. Bryan against himself.
I refer to his statement to Father Tierney about the two American women
from Towa.? I see that both he and Wilson have announced that they will
not reply to my article.? If he does not, then he admits that this statement is
true and unless he makes a denial speedily he is stopped from denying it at
all, and when I come to deal with the outrages on American citizens I shall
head my article with this outrage testified to by Bryan himself.
Your speech was an admirable one.®
Nothing irritated me more last summer than the attitude of my own
friends and also of the Republicans toward Wilson’s foreign policy, espe-
cially in Mexico. My own friends and supporters besought me not to touch
him, and whatever they said themselves was really in his favor. The Republi-
cans took just the same ground. They criticised him about the tariff, but fell
over themselves to say that they supported him for his noble and humani-
tarian peace policy. They took this ground over and over again here in New
York, vieing with the Democrats in saying how splendid it was that Wilson
had kept us out of war with Mexico and had preserved such absolute neu-
trality in the European war.® I told my own friends that as I was doing what
I could for them this fall I should not make an attack which they thought
would hurt them but that after election I should smite the administration
with a heavy hand.
I see that Wilson is against any investigation into our unpreparedness.”
what had happened to the church, see Ray Stannard Baker and William E. Dodd,
eds., The Public Papers of Woodrow Wilson (New York, 1925-1927), III, 393-405;
for an analysis of the church issue in Mexico as it affected American party politics,
see John M. Blum, Joe Tumulty and the Wilson Era (Boston, 1951), pp. 88-94.
#Father R. H. Tierney, the editor of America, whom Roosevelt described as “an
entirely responsible man,” attested that he had complained to Bryan about the rape
of nuns by the followers of Carranza. Bryan, Tierney maintained, replied only that
“the followers of Huerta had committed similar outrages on two American women
from lIowa!” — Fear God and Take Your Own Part, Nat. Ed. XVIII, 342.
* Neither Wilson nor Bryan ever replied directly to Roosevelt, but Bryan in March
1915 and Wilson through his personal secretary in November publicly denied the
contentions in Roosevelt’s article.
® An address on the Mexican situation delivered in Worcester, Massachusetts.
°Lodge had also complained that he had been told not to attack the Administration’s
foreign policy; see Lodge, II, 447-448.
" Congressman Augustus P. Gardner, chairman of the House Committee on Military
Affairs, had proposed the appointment of a national security commission to report
upon the ability of the United States to defend itself. Wilson on December 7 an-
nounced that if preparedness were to be investigated a congressional committee
should conduct the investigation. He, however, did not believe any immediate action
was necessary. In his message to Congress of December 8 the President spoke out
against peace-time conscription and declared that there was no “reason to fear that
from any quarters our independence or the integrity of our territory” was threat-
ened.dWith these statements most of Congress and most of the country apparently
agreed.
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Upon my word, Wilson and Bryan are the very worst men we have ever had
in their positions. It would not hurt them to say publ icly what is nevertheless
historically true, namely, that they are worsc then Jefferson and Madison.
I really believe that I would rather have Murphy, Penrose or Barnes as the
standard-bearer of this nation in the face of international wrong-doing.

I have accepted an offer from the Metropolitan Magazine to write for it
anythmcr I have to say on questions of this kind. My first article will appear
in mid-January, dealing with the Panama-Colombian business.® I also have
an article on our unpreparedness for war in this month’s Everybody’s Maga-
zine.®

With dearest love to Nannie. Always yours

5947 * TO MEYER LISSNER Roosevelt Mss.

Opyster Bay, December 11, 1914

My dear Lissner: Immediately on receipt of your letter I wired you to Chi-
cago to ask you to come on to see me. I am writing you to Los Angeles any-
how.

Now, as to what you say about Perkins. If you mean that he ought not to
be the especial spokesman of the party and that a man like Murdock or
Robins ought to be I entirely agree with you.! We wish to emphasize in
every way our fundamental position as a party of sane radicalism, sane prog-
ress, a party which believes in practical politicians of the type of Murdock
and Raymond Robins, a party which has its strength in the West rather than
in the East; and from all these standpoints Murdock or Robins is the type of
man who should speak for us. Chester Rowell would be an A-1 man. While
I entirely agree that the chief spokesman should be the Chairman of the
National Committee and that the Chairman should be a man of the type of
Murdock or Robins, I also most emphatically feel that it is essential to give
the fullest recognition to the Perkins type. I am now disassociating myself
from my personal affection and regard for Perkins and even from the fact
that without him we could not have made this fight at all — for, mind you,
if it had not been for Perkins and Flinn, the two men who have been most
attacked, we would never have been able to put up any fight at all east of
Indiana. But what I especially mean is that this party is not going to be a
success unless we can get in our favor the small business men, and generally
the men who are leaders in the several communities and who in the long run
give the tone of thought to those communities. There is an occasional state,
like Nebraska, where for a long period of time the Bryanite people can gain

8 “The Panama Blackmail Treaty” appeared in the February issue of the Metropoli-
tan; see also Fear God and Take Your Own Part, Nat. Ed. XVIII, ch. xiv.
® Reprinted in America and the World War, Nat. Ed. XVIII, ch. x.

! At Chicago the national executive committee had recommended Murdock for

chairman of the national committee. In February 1915 he was elected to that office.
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control; but taking the Union as a whole, we progressives are not going to
make progress if we do not meet the sober judgment of good citizens whp
revolt against injustice, who do not approve of corruption in politics or busi-
ness, who believe in bettering and making fairer and juster social and eco-
nomic conditions especially for the workingman and the farmer, but who
thoroughly distrust the unbalanced radicals, the men of wild theories, the
men who encourage the I. W. W. and who speak apologetically of the
McNamaras, Moyer and Haywood. This year, as of course I need not tell
you, the chief cause in our well-nigh annihilation in the East was the con-
servative reaction. It was very strong in Kansas, Iowa, Illinois and Indiana;
and east of those states it was absolutely overwhelming. In all these states it
was not in any way our association with Perkins that hurt us. It was the fact
that none of the businessmen were willing to follow Perkins in standing with
us and that they were all savage against the Progressives of the Amos Pinchot
type and were thoroughly alarmed and incensed by them. Under such cir-
cumstances they of course held us accountable for the deeds even of some of
our foes. They persisted in regarding La Follette as affiliated with us and in
Pennsylvania and New Jersey they held us accountable for (what George
Record did; although George Record, I am inclined to think, is now a
Democrat) men who, I am inclined to think, are now Democrats. As you
know this year I felt very strongly that we should have emphasized the fact
that we were the center of opposition to Wilson, around which the opposi-
tion to the Democrats should gather and that we should also have emphasized
the economic side of our program that told for prosperity. If men have not
enough to eat, they are entirely uninterested in social justice; they want a
job. We (have got to) 7ust get a certain measure of prosperity before we
can get any intelligent and efficient support for such a program as ours. We
have to war equally against the sinister creature who wishes to shape our
policy only for prosperity to the few, and the Bryanite lunatic who wishes to
shape our system so that there won’t be prosperity for anybody.

Now I am going to say something that is going to bring home to you
vividly the accusations that are necessarily made against everyone in a move-
ment like ours. Naturally, next to the attack on me there has been most
attack — that is the most extensive attack — on Perkins because he has been
particularly prominent and because, as I have said, we could not have made
the national fight at all without him. The most bitter attack, however, has
been upon Flinn without whom there would have been no fight whatever
in Pennsylvania; without him for instance I would not have gotten the elec-
toral vote of Pennsylvania. Many of the Chicago people have been crazy
against Medill McCormick who, however, with the exception of Raymond
Robins, has done more than anyone else in Illinois. As you know, there has
been the bitterest antagonism to Henry Allen in Kansas.? He was cut tens of

2Henry J. Allen, the Progressive gubernatorial candidate in Kansas, had been de-
feated by the Republican, Arthur Capper.
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thousands of votes. Finally, in California, I have received many bitter pro-
tests against you and Rowell (even more against you than against Rowell)
and from another set of men against Heney, while recently there have come
many protests to me, not from California people, but from outside, against
Johnson himself, these protests coming from men who were especially inter-
ested in Heney. You see from this that all of our prominent leaders in Cali-
fornia, all the men without whom there would have been no Progressive
Party in California, are ferociously attacked; and sometimes they are attacked
in exactly the language that is used in attacking Perkins. Much to my amuse-
ment, one of the men who most strongly attacked you and Rowell, in the
same letter, also attacked Perkins. All three of you came in his mental field
of vision!

By the way I know that Perkins would absolutely agree with you as to
the desirability of having somebody else speak for the party, but during the
last two years there hasn’t been anyone else that would speak or that could
speak. Some of Perkins’ most bitter Eastern critics would spend months away
on fishing trips or on other pleasure excursions, whereas Perkins never took
any vacation at all, with the exception of a trip to California. For three years
now, first in the primary campaign and then in the movement for the Pro-
gressive Party, Perkins has worked as hard as ever he worked for himself in
business. During those three years he has spent for the Progressive Party out
of his own pocket, with no possible hope of return, a much larger sum than
would be represented by my entire fortune. Remember that he has not been
nearly as bitterly attacked as I have been. If one pays heed only to the attacks
upon a man and not to the service he has rendered, I am certainly far and
away the worst item on the debit side of the Progressive account! Faithfully
yours

5948 * TO WILLIAM DUDLEY FOULKE Roosevelt Mss.

Oyster Bay, December 12, 1914

My dear Foulke: 1 agree most emphatically with all that you say in your
letter to me and with all that you say in your letter to Goddard, with the
exception that I think Hiram Johnson would be a first-class President and
I do not think his local environment would tend to make him commit us to
actions hostile to Japan.

But I entirely agree with you that it is folly to think of making nomina-
tions at this time or of even considering the availability of any man. You
have also, in your letter to Goddard, put the one contingency before him
which would influence me in acting with “the scoundrels who have con-
trolled the Republican Party.” Wilson, Bryan and Daniels represent the
nadir of American misconduct as regards foreign affairs and national self-
defense. On the whole, and only “on the whole,” they are rather better than
Barnes, Penrose and Crane or Murphy. Roger Sullivan and Taggart in domes-
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tic affairs. But I really believe that these last six would themselves be bet.te.r ?
as regards foreign affairs and national defense, exactly as during the Civil
War Tammany, in spite of its viciousness, stood for the war democracy and
against the copperheads. Taking foreign & domestic affairs together I prefer
the 6 to the 3!

I very much disliked Beveridge’s attitude toward Germany; and strictly del
between ourselves, I gained the impression, from something he let slip in an a0
incautious moment, that it was partly because he believes the German- o
Americans have long memories whereas the ordinary American will speedily "
forget which side any one of us took as regards this war.! If Germany o
smashes England I should regard it as certain that this country either had to p
fight or to admit that it was an occidental China. In any event I feel thatan [
alliance between Germany and Japan, from which we would suffer, is en- § 4
tirely a possibility, if Germany comes out even a little ahead in the present | y
‘war. ot

Bonaparte’s articles are fine! Faithfully yours i

] i
5§949 * TO CHESTER HARVEY ROWELL Roosevelt Mss. tk

Opyster Bay, December 17, 1914

My dear Rowell: That’s an awfully nice letter of yours; and I am really mr
obliged to you for it. | e
I cannot resist telling you, although it is entirely irrelevant, that as soon |
as I found that Senator Dixon insisted upon resigning the Chairmanship, I | h
urged very strongly that you should be put in. You have the practical ability,
combined with devotion to high ideals, which this party needs; and you have |

the advantage of residing in a Progressive State. Through no fault whatever
of Perkins, he has had to make all the statements and he would be the first

person to say that this was a mistake and that it would be far better to have | My
as Chairman of the National Committee some man who would himself make it
all the different statements about the party. The general feeling seemed to A
be however, that some such man as Murdock or Robins, because of their tie
central position geographically, ought to be chosen; and they are of course i
admirable men. |
You are absolutely right about the Progressive mzovement. This is a mere B
temporary reaction against it and the vote was purely a stomach vote, just as th
William Allen White says. But I think that also there was a little element of fo
boredom in it. o
Then, as you say, as to the Progressive Parzy I am not indulging in in}
prophecy and I am not worrying much. I am a little bothered now and then, An
* Beveridge’s admiration for German ef?‘lciency and Realpolitik was genuine. In- (i“
creased when he visited Europe in 1915, it permeated the articles he then wrote and u
earned him notoriety, embarrassing after 1917, as a Teutophile. For Beveridge’s tn
point of view, see his What is Back of the War (Indianapolis, Indiana, 1915). ,
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however, when people write me for advice or write me insisting on diamet-
rically opposite courses of action. There are many good fellows who wish us
to go on and fight, even though we are to dwindle into nothing. There are
equally good fellows who write that we have no business to keep them out
of some field of useful activity in politics and that, while they have been
delighted to follow me, they can do so no longer because they want to count
and they do not think that a separate party counts. In confidence (but not in
confidence from Hiram Johnson) George Record has just submitted to me
a most elaborate plan which includes my returning at the head of the Pro-
gressives into the Republican party; there to make a fight for more radical
policies than we have yet touched, including the government ownership of
railways by a very drastic method of acquiring them at low prices, and the
encouragement of localities to take up the Single Tax. Record was most kind
and friendly in all he had to say about me personally and has been so through-
out in his attitude toward me; and with most, not all, of the economical and
industrial features of his plan I sympathize as an ultimate movement; but I
think you would agree with me, if you saw it, that it is not feasible to under-
take it at this time.

As you say, it would be a wild absurdity if we have to cease to make the
forward movement take place through the Progressive Party. But, at the
moment, from Indiana east it will be a physical impossibility to bring
the movement forward through that party. This may change entirely, for we
are a “hair-trigger” people. But at present there is not much hope of this.
Faithfully yours

5950 * TO MRS. RALPH SANGER Roosevelt Mss.

Opyster Bay, December 22, 1914

My dear Mrs. Sanger:* I am very sorry; but I cannot sign that appeal. I do
not approve of it. You are asking Americans to proclaim themselves Anglo-
Americans, and to sympathize with England on the ground that England is
the motherland and in order to make what you call “hands across the sea” a
matter of living policy. I do not believe that this is the right attitude for
Americans to take. England is not my motherland any more than Germany
is my fatherland. My motherland and fatherland and my own land are all
three of them the United States. I am among those Americans whose ances-
tors include men and women from many different European countries. The
proportion of Americans of this type will steadily increase. I do not believe
in hyphenated Americans. I do not believe in German-Americans or Irish-
Americans; and I believe just as little in English-Americans. I do not approve
of American citizens of German descent forming organizations to force the
United States into practical alliance with Germany because their ancestors
came from Germany. Just as little do I believe in American citizens of Eng-

! Mrs. Ralph Sanger of New York City.
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. . . . . . 0)
lish descent forming leagues to force the United States into an alliance with ' j

England because their ancestors came from England. We Americans are a
separate people. We are separated from, although akin to, many European
peoples. The old Revolutionary stock was predominantly English, but by no
means exclusively so; for many of the descendants of the Revolutionary New
Yorkers, Pennsylvanians and Georgians have, like myself, strains of Dutch,
French, Scotch, Irish, Welsh and German blood in their veins. During the
century and a quarter that has elapsed since we became a nation there has
been far more immigration from Germany and Ireland and perhaps even
from Scandinavia than there has been from England. We have a right to ask
all of these immigrants and the sons of these immigrants that they become
Americans and nothing else; but we have no right to ask that they become
transplanted or second-rate Englishmen. Most emphatically I myself am not
an Englishman once removed! I am straight United States!

In international matters we should treat each nation on its conduct and
without the slightest reference to the fact that a larger or smaller proportion
of its blood flows in the veins of our own citizens. I have publicly and em-
phatically taken ground for Belgium and I wish that the United States would
take ground for Belgium, because I hold that this is our duty, and that Ger-
many’s conduct toward Belgium demands that we antagonize her in this mat-
ter so far as Belgium is concerned, and that we emphatically and in practical
shape try to see that Belgium’s wrongs are redressed. Because of the British
attitude toward Belgium I have publicly and emphatically approved of this
attitude and of Great Britain’s conduct in living up to her obligations by
defending Belgium, even at the cost of war. But I am not doing this on any
ground that there is any “hands across the sea” alliance, explicit or implicit,
with England. I have never used in peace or in war any such expression as
“hands across the sea”; and I emphatically disapprove of what it signifies save
in so far as it means cordial friendship between us and any other nation that
acts in accordance with the standards that we deem just and right. On this
ground, all Americans, no matter what their race origins, ought to stand to-
gether. It is not just that they should be asked to stand with any foreign
power on the ground of community of origin between some of them and the
citizens of that foreign power. Sincerely yours

§951 * TO HUGO MUNSTERBERG Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, December 23, 1914

Dear Miinsterberg: It is possible you may be interested in seeing for your
private information (& von Mach’s), a letter I wrote in answer to a friend
who desired me to support an Anglo-American alliance movement.! At any
rate, I try to play fair! Faithfully yours

*No. 5950.
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5952 * TO HARRIET S. FORD Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, December 31, 1914

My dear little Miss Harriet: 1 think I must decide the bet in favor of you
and against your father. I think a Teddy bear is a kind of a doll. Your friend

§953 * TO WILLIAM CAMERON FORBES Roosevelt Mss.
New York, January 4, 1915

My dear Forbes: Your letter is very interesting; and I understand entirely
your feeling as you do; but it does not seem to me that we have any proper
alternative to the course I advocate, in view of what the Wilson A dministra-
tion has done.! Three things seemed to me essential if we were to keep the
Philippines — of course accepting in the first place as axiomatic that the
Islands are to be administered for the benefit of the Filipinos themselves
primarily. These three things were: first, that we should ourselves administer
them, as we deemed best, exercising the power and assuming the responsi-
bility; doing this in the interests of the natives but taking the view that we
were not justified in staying in the Islands at all unless on the theory that we
were able to do for the natives what they could not do for themselves; sec-
ond, that we should keep politics out of the Islands and administer them in
accordance with a continuous and continuing policy; and, third, that we
should keep ourselves fit to defend them.

In addition to all this, there was of course the necessity that we should
never make them any promises that we did not intend to fulfill. It seems to
be a national vice of ours to make promises that ought not to be made and
could not be kept, and to break them when they have been made and can be
kept. Taft started to do this with his all-inclusive arbitration treaties, and
Wilson has actually succeeded in doing it over and over again in his dealings
with foreign affairs.

As you know, I administered the Islands absolutely without regard to
politics. Both Luke Wright and Smith were Democrats; and you, when I
appointed you, were, as I understood it, either a Democrat or a Mugwump.
I required the men administering the Islands to be fully responsible for them
and peremptorily refused to promise Independence, save in the very careful
language I used on the one or two occasions when I spoke of the subject;
because to promise Independence without the sharpest qualification is in-
evitably taken as meaning Independence in the near future. It must be so
taken; and it is impossible that it should be otherwise received. I do not think
that you improve the Democratic position when you say that it puts in “a
promise of Independence with a string tied to it.” The Filipinos do not
understand anything about that “string”; and the mass of our voters did not

1 The course that Roosevelt had advocated, in the New York Times, November 22,
1914, was the independence of the Philippines.
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understand anything about it. Bryan; who devoted himself to the SUbjeC.t in
the election, was explicit in his statements that the Independence promlse.d
was to come in the immediate future. I admire Garrison? as you do; but it
is not Garrison who is responsible for this Administration. The preamble of
the present Jones bill is accepted by the Filipinos and here as meaning Inde-
pendence within a short period. If that bill is passed and the Governor Gen-
eral, Secretary of War and the President, as you suggest, “declare the natives
not ready to establish a stable government,” the natives will regard them-
selves as having been tricked and deceived — and I shall cordially agree with
them. In the same way under the new bill the Government could not make
any appointments without the approval of the elected Senate. This is an
abandonment of our power and nothing else. You say that Congressional
action could “eliminate this concession in the future.” If so, it would be
taken as another instance of bad faith by the natives. In your letter you say
that the Democrats have for the first time injected politics into the Adminis-
tration of the Islands. You say that nothing fundamental has been changed,
nothing basic has been done. Yet you say in the next paragraph that the
Administration has committed the “grossest sort of a blunder” by giving a
majority of the Commission to the Filipinos and “tipping out three loyal and
satisfactory Filipinos” to make way for three new (and not loyal) men; and
you state that this was a serious blunder and that it may take a great deal of
trouble to undo the harm; and you propose a law of Congress overriding
what has been done or else “a suspension of the powers of the Philippine leg-
islature for a few months.” Now, my dear fellow, I cannot help feeling that
to take these actions that you suggest, in order to remedy the harm that you
admit to have been done by the promises and actions of the Democrats,
would put us in the position of seeming to break faith with the Filipinos. The
Filipinos themselves would think so; a large part of our own people would
think so; and outsiders almost unanimously would think so.

In my article I said most emphatically that I believed we should have
kept steadily on the course we were following. But as things are now, [
believe the only thing to do is to make the best of a bad business and not put
us in the position of breaking faith. I am very sorry to disagree with you.
Sincerely yours

5954 * TO WILLIAM ALLEN WHITE Roosevelt Mss.
New York, January 4, 1915

Dear White: 1 think this advice of yours so far from being bad is good. But
unfortunately I cannot entirely take it. Like you, I make my living largely
by my pen. I don’t care to go into work that will take me beyond the time

?Lindley Miller Garrison, New Jersey lawyer, had been vice-chancellor of New

Jersey when Wilson appointed him Secretary of War in March 1913. He resigned in
February 1916, partly because he disagreed with Wilson’s Philippine policies.
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when Quentin, my youngest son, is launched in the world; but that won’t
be for three years yet and I am anxious to work during those three years.
The things that people want to hear about from me and want to pay me for
— or at any rate the things they want to pay me for, and say they want to
hear about — relate to international, social and economic questions; and the
Metropolitan would not permit me to do the things I would most like to do,
which is to deal with exactly the subjects you mention.! However, after this
January I shall do my best to avoid mentioning Wilson’s and Bryan’s names.
I have to, in the January number, deal with the Panama Canal and the pro-
posed Colombian Treaty. Of course, in discussing these subjects, it is a per-
fect impossibility not to discuss the position that Wilson and Bryan have
taken. Moreover, I wanted to tie Byran up to Wilson. We are a curiously
foolish people in some ways; and any number of us have been condemning
Bryan and at the same time upholding Wilson, and speaking exactly as if the
two were antagonists instead of one being the hired man and agent of the
other. I believe myself that it was necessary for me to make this definite
assault on Bryan and Wilson; but I also believe that with my discussion of
the Panama Canal it will be good to drop the matter; and I only wish that
I could take your advice in full. One reason I wish it is that it is what I would
like to do. There is any amount of quasi-literary writing I should like to do
just at this moment.

Hinshaw? spoke to me about that matter; but I had totally forgotten it
until I received your letter. As a matter of fact, the one man I would care to
have do that would be yourself. But I doubt very much, just as you do,
whether the time has come to have it written;® and after all, my dear fellow,
the important thing was doing the work and the record of it must take care
of itself. It is in the nature of an obituary — for I am more like a corpse than
like the cistern of which you spoke —and obituaries do not have to be
“timely”’!

*'White advised: “Your cistern is dry on politics. If I were you I would discuss any-

thing in the world except politics; and the Bryan and Wilson peace proposition is

blood-raw politics and you can’t make it anything else. Hop onto Mr. Howells if
you want to, for his disparagement of Dickens as a realist, or jump Chesterton’s
views on Browning, or go after Maeterlinck’s position on Novalis or take a sprad-
dling jump on Bergson but let politics alone. I understand you have a contract with
the Metropolitan. If T were you I would go strong on the discussion of modern
tendencies in architecture with here and there a few sensible remarks on Sir Oliver

Lodge’s contribution to the literature of abnormal psychology, and I might take a

side swipe at the national moving picture censorship but I would not have anything

to do with friend Bryan or friend Wilson. Friend Bryan and friend Wilson will
not last long at their present rate and I think you will be a lot stronger if you do

not have their blood on your hands.” — White to Roosevelt, December 28, 1914,

Roosevelt Mss. )

2David Hinshaw, the field representative of the Progressive party, later a trustee of

the Roosevelt Memorial Association, director of the Latin American public relations

of Standard Oil of New Jersey, author of many books including biographies of

William Allen White and Rufus Jones.
®The story of Roosevelt and the Progressive party.
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I wish I could come out to Colorado; but I don’t see much chance of it
now. The best way for me “to merge myself into the landscape” with least
trouble to outsiders and myself is to stay here at Sagamore Hill, where I hope
to have you and Mrs. White not long hence — and where I am very happy;
I don’t know when I have enjoyed any two months as much as the last two.

Good luck to you! Faithfully yours

5955 * TO ROMULO SEBASTIAN NAON Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, January 6, 1915

My dear Mr. Ambassador: 1 take very great pleasure in presenting to you
Mr. Walter Lippmann, one of the editors of The New Republic. Mr. Lipp-
mann is a personal friend of mine and is, I think, on the whole the most bril-
liant young man of his age in all the United States. He is a great writer and
economist. He has real international sense; and I am very anxious that he
should understand something about South America. What I especially desire
is that he shall understand that Argentina, Chile and Brazil are in no shape or
way to be considered from the same standpoint from which we consider
certain of the States along the Caribbean Sea and the Gulf of Mexico. You
may possibly have noticed that in my recent articles I have been holding up
Argentina as a military model for the United States and as entitled to go into
any world league of peace on the footing of a nation of the first rank and on
an equality with the United States, Germany, Russia and the other powers.
Sincerely yours

5956 *+ TO CHARLES O'NEIL Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, January 7, 1915

My dear Admiral O’Neil: You do not need any letter from me; but in view
of the ridiculous attack on you, I desire, for my own pleasure, to say that
one of the things to which I look back with pride was my association with
you during the time I was in public life. You were one of those absolutely
efficient and loyal officers and public servants who make men proud of being
in any way connected with the United States Navy. I followed your work
intimately and can testify to how well you did. It happens, by the way, that
I took some personal interest in the Gathmann Gun matter, because strong
political pressure was brought to bear upon me to favor the Gathmann Gun.
I went over the reports concerning it at the time very carefully and investi-
gated the matter with some thoroughness, enough to satisfy myself that the
report of the Board on the Sandy Hook experiments on November 15th,
1901, was absolutely warranted by the facts.! By the way, was this the gun

1 Charles O’Neil, late chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, had been attacked in Con-

gress for his failure, fifteen years before, to approve the Gathmann gun. The argu-

ment of Congressman W. J. Cary was that O’Neil had been influenced in his deci-
sion by armament makers opposed to the gun. The weapon, one of several designed
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or was it another gun that Senator Proctor of Vermont was interested in and
which blew up on one occasion on the testing grounds? I have an idea that
it was a twelve-inch gun and that the Navy or Army people (I am not sure
but that it was proposed for Army Coast Defense) reported against it but
that nevertheless Congress appropriated fifty thousand dollars for the experi-
ment and that the gun blew up.

With high regard and best wishes, Sincerely yours

5957 * TO CHARLES GRENFILL WASHBURN Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, January 8, 1915

Dear Charley: Herewith I am sending you the copy of the Carnegie Hall
Address.

Now, as to the matter of which you spoke to me at breakfast. I have
never wanted to go into the question publicly, because it would reduce itself
to one of veracity; and that is not worth while. However, you are entitled
to have the exact facts.

About May 1st, 1908, Taft resigned from the Cabinet, as it was then evi-
dent that he would be nominated for President. When he resigned, he, of
his own initiative and without my saying a word to him on the subject, told
me that he deeply appreciated the way that the other members of the Cabinet
(excepting poor Cortelyou,) had turned in and tried to help him, and that he
wished them to know that if he were elected President he intended to con-
tinue them in the Cabinet because he intended to make his administration a
a continuation of mine without a break even as regards the personnel. I an-
swered that I was very much pleased to have him say what he did; but that
I did not suppose he meant to include Cortelyou, as I supposed his relations
with Cortelyou (who had been himself a . . .) would not be pleasant. Taft
answered that that was true; that he did not mean to include Cortelyou; but
that he meant to include all the others. I asked him if he would not tell them
so. He said that he preferred not; but that he wished me to tell them so, as
he wished them to know immediately what his intentions were. I said that I
would gladly do it; but there must be no possible ground for misunderstand-
ing; and I repeated the names of the men, including especially Garfield,
Straus, Meyer and Wilson. Garfield at about that time was the Chairman of
the Ohio meeting that put Taft forward. He told me specifically to tell these
four men and the other members of the Cabinet that they were to be retained
and that he wanted them to know it in advance of the campaign. I accord-
ingly told them so. I also told Taft that when it came to appointing his

around the turn of the century to throw high explosives at naval targets, was by
repeated tests from 1897 through 1gor proved completely unsatisfactory. At one
test, for example, its soo-pound charge of high explosive failed to kill two of four
chickens protected by a thin steel plate at which the gun was aimed.
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successor 1 would do either thing that he desired, that is, appoint 2 man
simply to hold office for ten months or appoint some man whom he w1sh_ed
to have continue to hold the place under him and in such case would notify
the man that the appointment came as much from Taft as from me. He asked
me whom I thought of. I told him I would like to appoint Luke Wright, for
I would like to have a Southerner in the Cabinet and the outgoing President
could more easily appoint a Democrat than the incoming man could. He
answered that this was capital; that Luke Wright was the man of all others
whom he would like to have appointed; and that he would be very much
obliged if I would tell Luke Wright that the offer came from Taft as well as
from me, because he was anxious that he should accept, and that he (Wright)
might be unwilling to accept for ten months whereas, if the appointment was
to be permanent, he might be glad to do so. I notified Luke Wright accord-
ingly. Later, when Metcalf resigned as Secretary of the Navy, I came to
Taft and made the same query as to whether I should appoint a man tem-
porarily or appoint someone really in behalf of Taft, with the idea that he
should hold through. He asked me whom I had in view. I said I should like
to promote Truman Newberry to the position. He again answered that this
suited him precisely; that Truman Newberry was a Yale man, who had been
helping him in his campaign; and that he wished him in the Cabinet. I told
Newberry this. Both Newberry and Garfield engaged houses in Washington
on the strength of what Taft had said.

After election Taft changed his mind. He never spoke to me of having
changed his mind and never alluded to the subject to me. He simply did not
appoint the men. To Garfield he wrote a letter saying that he was sure that
it was for Garfield’s interest not to continue in public life and that he was

refusing to reappoint him out of a consideration for his future! The others |

he just dropped. Cabot Lodge, however, cornered him on the subject of
Meyer, extorted a promise from him, and the next day I promptly brought
Meyer in and forced Taft to admit to Meyer what he had just said to Lodge.
This committed him; otherwise I am perfectly convinced he would have
wriggled out of the matter. He also told me in the presence of Alice, and I
think in the presence of Lodge, that he intended to retain Harry White in
the Diplomatic Service. He, however, turned him out.

In all these matters I spoke only when Taft himself requested me to. It
was he who made the suggestion to me that he intended to retain or reap-
point the different men and who requested me to tell them so. I made no
request to him for any appointment save where he asked me to make the
request in the case of Loeb.!

It was delightful having you out here. Give my love to Mrs. Washburn.
Faithfully yours

* With this letter should be read pp. 383-387 in both Pringle’s Tafz, vol. I, and Stod-
dard’s As 1 Knew Them.

874




W@l\t g
om he i
¢ would -
mme, Hey
tgoing P
L Tan ey
TN of g -
14 be ey
om Ty

e wiom
N “Y‘
N

o
i L
D nsvesd -
o, who bt
2 G

wali

wnedk

e ﬁ'mpiv &

R TR

P.S. I thank you for sending me that speech and appreciate it. Those are
strong utterances of Weeks? and I am really glad you sent them to me.

P.S. Those figures are most interesting. It seems to me there should be a
restriction of all immigrants with a lower standard of living than that which
we here demand in the interest of our own workingmen. I want to benefit
mankind; but after all we can benefit mankind first by helping to raise the
standard in this country.

5958 * TO THE NEW YORK SHORT BALLOT ORGANIZATION Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, January 19, 1915

Gentlemen: 1 have examined with interest your pamphlet which describes
your full program for the application of the Short Ballot principle to the
government of New York State.! T have frequently spoken on behalf of the
Short Ballot in general and I concur heartily in your specific proposals.
You would make the Governor and Lieutenant Governor the only elec-
tive state officers, leaving the others to be appointed by the Governor. 1 ap-
prove of this. Those little offices ought to be taken out of politics. There is
no legitimate Republican way or Democratic way or Progressive way of
being Comptroller or Attorney General or Secretary of State. The only issue
is as to who shall get the jobs and hand out the patronage — a matter of vast
interest to politicians but a very small matter in the public mind. Those little
offices are appointive now, even with direct primaries, and public control
over them will be increased if the appointment is taken from the master me-
chanics of the political machines and vested in the first citizen of the state.
The measure will not make the Governor too powerful; it will add only a
small percentage to his present wide appointive power and will still leave him
a very modest figure indeed compared with the Mayor of New York or the
President of the United States. Superficially it seems to some honest men un-
democratic to take offices off the ballot in this way. In reality it is the only
thing that is democratic. It is six times as hard for the people to control the

* John Wingate Weeks, since 1913 Republican senator from Massachusetts; an active
aspirant for the Republican Presidential nomination in 1916; Secretary of War,
1921-1925; father of Sinclair Weeks, long a dominant figure in Massachusetts Repub-
lican politics and Secretary of Commerce in the Cabinet of Dwight D. Eisenhower.
Washburn had probably sent Roosevelt a speech made by Weeks in Congress on
December 11, 1914. Weeks spoke in favor of a 500,000-man reserve and made spe-
cific recommendations for improvements in various branches of the armed services.
In direct conflict with his Massachusetts colleagues, however, he sided with Wilson
in opposing a formal public inquiry into the state of our military preparedness,
partly on the ground that this would give information to the enemy.

* The Short Ballot in the State of New York (New York, 1914), issued by the New

York Short Ballot Organization. The executive committee of this organization in-
cluded Henry L. Stimson, Elihu Root, Jr., George H. Putnam, George W. Alger,
and Horace E. Deming.
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Governor and his five confreres separately as it is for the people to control
the Governor alone, and, through him, all the minor offices.

I notice some sincere but as I believe misguided opposition to making the
Comptroller appointive with the rest. The fear is that some day a Governor
of New York may select a weak Comptroller who will let him rob the state.
In my judgment this is a remote and theoretical danger. The real danger is of
having the Comptroller so much under private political influence that he will
protect political favorites of the machine. In view of recent history I should
not think that anyone would relish the task of proving that the present
method of “independent” audit has been really independent or that it had
been successful in preventing frauds upon the state!

I concur in the idea of abolishing the confirmation of the Governor’s
appointments by the Senate. The original theory of that device is obvious
enough but there is no use in shutting our eyes to the fact that the theory
has never been known to work as intended and probably never will. It has
been constantly mischievous in practice. Meanwhile New York City, work-
ing on a much bigger scale, has conferred undivided responsibility upon its
Mayor for many years and, although the city has had all kinds of mayors, the
plan works admirably.

The four-year term for Governor is desirable. The State administration
cannot develop the stability which must necessarily precede efficiency as
long as chief executives come and go with such rapidity.? Yours very truly

5959 * TO EDWARD GREY Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, January 22, 1915

My dear Grey: Through Spring Rice I am sending you this letter. If you
choose to show it to your colleagues in the Cabinet, you are welcome to do
so. But I need hardly say that outside of such action, it is strictly confiden-
tial — not from reasons personal to you or me, but because of what I have
at heart in writing.

You probably know my general attitude toward this war, as set forth in
the little volume I have just published. (It would be entirely unnecessary for
you to read this volume. It is addressed to and intended for my own country-
men.)

To me the crux of the situation has been Belgium. If England or France

*The short ballot, involving as it did a major reorganization of the state govern-
ment, became one of the major issues of the New York Constitutional Convention
of 1915. Elihu Root, the convention’s president, finally overcame the opposition of
Barnes, Brackett, and other machine politicians by agreeing that the offices of comp-
troller and attorney general should remain elective. The new constitution was de-
feated at the polls, but the Short Ballot Organization continued active in the cause
of administrative reform. In 1925 the New York Legislature, recognizing both the
wisdom and pressure of the organization, adopted most of the proposed reforms.
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had acted toward Belgium as Germany has acted I should have opposed
them, exactly as I now oppose Germany. I have emphatically approved your
action as a model for what should be done by those who believe that treaties
should be observed in good faith and that there is such a thing as international
morality. I take this position as an American who is no more an Englishman
than he is a German, who endeavors loyally to serve the interests of his own
country, but who also endeavors to do what he can for justice and decency
as regards mankind at large, and who therefore feels obliged to judge all
other nations by their conduct on any given occasion.

I do not think you need to have me show a precedent for writing you;
but, if you do, I shall ask you to turn to young Trevelyan’s Life of Jobn
Bright, pages 314 to 316. Bright was writing to Sumner at the time, when
the bulk of the leading English politicians, from Palmerston and Derby to
Gladstone and the editor of the Times, were more or less openly hostile to
the cause of the American Union and of the freeing of the slaves. Bright’s
letters were written to Sumner in order that they could be read aloud by
Lincoln to his Cabinet, which was actually done. He was afraid the United
States would drift into war with England. His letters run in part as follows:

“You know that I write to you with as much earnest wish for your na-
tional welfare as if I were a native and resident of your country. I need not
tell you, who are much better acquainted with modern history than I am,
that nations drift into wars. I fervently hope that you may act firmly and
courteously (towards England). Any moderate course you may take will
meet with great support here. I have no doubt you will be able to produce
strong cases from English practice in support of your actions but I doubt if
any number of these will change opinion here. You must put the matter in
such a shape as to save your honor and to put our government in the wrong
if they refuse your propositions. At all hazards you must not let this matter
grow to a war with England, even if you are right and we are wrong.” The
italics are mine. I am as little in sympathy with Wilson and Bryan in their
attitude now, as Bright was in sympathy with the Palmerston-Derby view
of our civil war in ’61-"65. “War will be fatal to your idea of restoring the
Union. I am not now considering its effects here; but I am looking alone to
your great country and I implore you, not on any feeling that nothing can
be conceded and that England is arrogant and seeking a quarrel, not to play
the game of every enemy of your country. Nations in great crises and diffi-
culties have often done that which in their prosperous and powerful hour
they would not have done; and they have done it without humiliation and
disgrace. You may disappoint your enemies by the moderation and reason-
ableness of your conduct; and every honest and good man in England will
applaud your wisdom. If you are resolved to succeed against the South, have
no war with England. Make every concession that can be made. Do not hesi-
tate to tell the world that you will even consider what two years ago no
power would have asked of you rather than give another nation a pretense
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for assisting your enemies. It is your interest to baffle your enemies even by
any concession which is not disgraceful.”

America then acted along the lines John Bright advised. I do not know
whether his advice carried any weight. I have not the slightest idea whether
you may not resent my giving advice; but I assure you that it is given with
as much friendliness and disinterestedness as fifty-odd years ago John Bright
gave his to Sumner and Lincoln, and with as sincere a purpose to serve what
I believe to be the cause of justice and morality; and with reversal of names
the advice I am giving is the same as John Bright gave; and my reasons are
the same.

There have been fluctuations in American opinion about the war. The
actions of the German Zeppelins have revived the feeling in favor of the
Allies. But I believe that for a couple of months preceding this action there
had been a distinct lessening of the feeling for the Allies and a growth of
pro-German feeling. I do not think that this was the case among the people
who are best informed; but I do think it was the case among the mass of not
very well-informed people, who have little to go upon except what they
read in the newspapers or see at Cinematograph shows. There were several
causes for this change. There has been a very striking contrast between the
lavish attentions showered on American war correspondents by the German
military authorities and the blank refusal to have anything whatever to do
with them by the British and French governments. Our best war corre-
spondent, on the whole, is probably Frederick Palmer. He is favorable to the
Allies. But it was the Germans and not the allies who did everything for him.
They did not change his attitude; but they unquestionably did change the
attitude of many other good men. The only real war news written by Ameri-
cans who are known to and trusted by the American public comes from the
German side; as a result of this, the sympathizers with the cause of the Allies
can hear nothing whatever about the trials and achievements of the British
and French armies. These correspondents inform me that it is not the gen-
erals at the front who raise the objections but the Home Governments; and
in consequence they get the chance to write for their fellow countrymen
what happens from the German side and they are not given a chance from
the side of the Allies. I do not find that the permission granted them by the
Germans has interfered with the efficiency of German military operations;
and it has certainly helped the Germans in American public opinion. It may
be that your people do not believe that American public opinion is of suffi-
cient value to be taken into account; but, if you think that it should be taken
into account, then it is worth your while considering whether much of your
censorship work and much of your refusal to allow correspondents at the
front has not been damaging to your cause from the standpoint of the effect
on public opinion, without any corresponding military gain. I realize per-
fectly that it would be criminal to permit correspondents to act as they acted
as late as our own Spanish War; but, as a layman, I feel sure that there has
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been a good deal of work of the kind of which I have spoken in the way of
censorship and refusing the correspondents permission to go to the front
which has not been of the slightest military service to you and which has
had a very real effect in preventing any rallying of public opinion to you.

I have also just written to Spring Rice a letter! of which I shall ask him
to send you a copy, which I should like you to consider in connection with
this letter I am writing to you and as part of it.

Now, as to the question of contraband. You know that I am as little
in sympathy with President Wilson and Secretary Bryan as regards their
attitude in international matters as John Bright was in sympathy with
Lords Palmerston and Derby and Mr. Gladstone in their attitude toward
the American Republic when it was at war fifty years ago. But they speak
for the country; and I have no influence whatever in shaping public action
and, as I have reason to believe, very little influence indeed in shaping
public opinion. My advice therefore must be taken or rejected by you
purely with reference to what you think it is worth.

President Wilson is a pacificist, with apparently no adequate under-
standing of any military problem — at least his action on our own affairs
seems to show this. He is certainly not desirous of war with anybody. But
he is very obstinate, very anxious to be president again, and he takes the
professorial views of international matters. I need not point out to you
that it is often pacificists who, halting and stumbling and not knowing
whither they are going, finally drift helplessly into a war, which they have
rendered inevitable, without the slightest idea that they were doing so. A
century ago this was what happened to the United States under Presidents
Jefferson and Madison — although at that time the attitude of both England
and France rendered war with one of them, and ought to have rendered
war with both of them, inevitable on our part. I do not know if you have
seen the letter I wrote to Spring Rice on this question a couple of weeks
ago.2 I presume he has sent it to you, or, if not, that he will send it together
with this letter. I regard the proposed purchase by the Administration of
German ships as entirely improper. I am supporting the Republicans in
their opposition to the measure. I regard some of the actions of the
Administration, in, for instance, refusing to make public the manifests in
advance and the like, as improper. I think Great Britain is now showing
great courtesy ‘and forbearance. I believe that she has done things to our
ships that ought not to have been done; but I am not aware that she is now
doing them. I am not discussing this question from the standpoint of right.
I am discussing it from the standpoint of expediency, in the interest of
Great Britain. Our trade, under existing circumstances, is of vastly more
service to you and France than to Germany.. I think I underestimate the

*No. 5961. ..
*This letter of January 5 to Spring Rice set forth the opinion about the British
attitude toward contraband which Roosevelt repeated to Grey.
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case when I say that it is ten times as valuable to the allies as to Germany.
There are circumstances under which it might become not merely valuable
but vital. I am not a naval man. I do not know what the possibilities of the
submarine are. But they have accomplished some notable feats; and if they
should now begin to destroy ships carrying foodstuffs to Great Britain,
the effect might be not merely serious but appalling. Under such conditions,
it would be of the utmost consequence to England to have accepted the
most extreme view the United States could advance as to her right to
ship cargoes unmolested. Even although this possibility, which I do not
regard as more than a very remote possibility, is in reality wholly impossible,
it yet remains true that the trade in contraband is overwhelmingly to the
advantage of England, France and Russia, because of your command of
the seas. You assume that this command gives you the right to make the
advantage still more overwhelming. I ask you merely to take careful
thought, so that you shall not excite our government, even wrongfully,
to act in such a way that it would diminish or altogether abolish the great
advantage you now have. I do not question that there are in Mr. Wilson’s
Cabinet men who will protest against improper action being taken to favor
Germany at England’s expense. But they are in the minority in the Admin-
istration, and the majority see that the political advantage will unquestionably
lie with those who try to placate the German-American vote and the pro-
fessional pacificist vote. It would be extraordinary, were it not characteristic
of the professional pacificist mind, that the pacificists applaud action which
would be to the advantage of the power whose invasion of Belgium has
been the greatest blow to peace and international morality that has been
struck during the lifetime of the present generation. The German-Americans
wish to put a stop to all exportation of contraband because such action
would result to the benefit of Germany. The pacificists are inclined to fall
in with the suggestion, because they feebly believe it would be in the
interest of “Peace” — just as they are inclined heartily to favor any peace
proposal, even though it should leave Belgium in Germany’s hands and
pave the way for certain renewal of the war.

Now, in all this I cannot advise you in detail. Many different cases
come up; and the circumstances vary completely from case to case. I very
earnestly hope that you will ostentatiously show every possible consideration
to the American Flag and the American position and that, wherever possible,
you will yield the point, even though you think you are right, rather than
increase friction with this country and make our well-meaning but not
well-informed people feel a sense of irritation and grow to regard England
as trying to wrong America and being with difficulty prevented by the
patriotic activities of the American Administration, the American govern-
ment. Exactly how far you can go in any given case, I cannot say. But
where it is so very important for you that there should be no American
hostility, I hope you will not only avoid doubtful action but will not insist
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on your rights, even when these rights are clear, unless you are convinced
that the gain to you will more than offset causing an irritation in this
country which might have effects that I will not even contemplate, because
they would cause me real horror.?

I have publicly taken the position that, inasmuch as we did not stand
up for Belgium’s rights, it is a base and ignoble thing to take any action
for our own moneyed interests as regards neutral affairs which may bring
us into collision with the warring power; but I need not say to you that
in countries like England and the United States, although in times when
there is no strain everybody is willing to applaud the most foolish pacificist
utterance, yet under strain there is always a tendency to assert the over-
whelmingly superior claim of pure self-interest, untinged by any regard
for international morality. I am as wholly hostile to the one tendency as to
the other; but it is the part of wisdom to recognize that these tendencies
exist.

I make no apology to you for writing; for I am certain that you under-
stand the spirit in which I write and the reason for my doing so; and you
are under no obligation to pay a moment’s heed to what I have written
or to answer the letter.* Yours very truly

5960 * TO CHARLES JOSEPH BONAPARTE Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, January 22, 1915

Dear Bonaparte: That’'s an admirable letter of yours to the Editor of the
Sun! 1 hope it will be published. Them’s my sentiments! As a rough guess,
and not for publication, I should say that at the moment the likelihood was
that I personally would have to, in your words, “hold my nose and
swallow the nauseous dose” in 1916, simply because if the Wilson-Bryan
type of captain is obviously bound to run the ship on the rocks, I will vote
to substitute for him even an escaped criminal, who will at the moment
keep it clear of that particular danger. But this does not mean any cordial
feeling on my part toward the criminal.

If you happen to see the little book I have just published, called America
and the World War, glance at the rather extensive quotation from your-
self six or eight pages from the end.!

Yes, I saw Bryan’s letter to Vick.? As with all that Bryan does, T feel

*“We do what we can to avoid provoking neutrals, and especially the United

States,” Grey replied; “but, with German submarines round our coast, torpedoing

merchant vessels and drowning merchant seamen, people here will not stand letting

goods go past our doors to Germany.” — Grey, Twenty-Five Years, 11, 154.
“Roosevelt sent a copy of this letter to Arthur Hamilton Lee.

* America and the World War, Nat. Ed. XVIII, 178-180. Roosevelt quoted Bona-

parte’s bitter statements on Wilson’s failure to prepare for war. )

*In this letter the Secretary of State had requested Walker W. Vick, the receiver
general of customs in Santo Domingo, to find jobs there for “deserving Democrats.”
This was but one of many embarrassing documents then being revealed by an in-
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that the responsibility rests with Wilson. Writing to you, I can write as
freely as I talk, as you don't leave my letters around. When I had put Shaw
in my Cabinet and gradually began to find out that he was not a fit man,
I thoroughly understood that I was responsible for him and responsible for
all his deeds. I became convinced that, as regards the relations of his depart-
ment with the indicted banker, Walsh of Chicago, and as regards a certain
sandstone quarry in Ohio, things were not as they should be. It was important
to avoid a purposeless scandal.® I therefore told Mr. Shaw that I would like
him to resign but would give him leeway and would say nothing publicly
that would harm him —I did not think it necessary to go as far as Lincoln
did with Simon Cameron, when he took him out of the Cabinet and put
him into a foreign mission. Shaw protested a good deal; but I put him out.
I made him understand that he had to go and that I wished him to go
nominally of his own accord. Then, while he was in, I kept a sharp personal
eye on what was being done and prevented any shielding of Walsh or
favoring of the sandstone quarry in question, thereafter. Wilson has the
same moral responsibility that I had. The one place where the spoils system
is a capital crime is when we are dealing with non-American peoples, so
that the honor of the United States is engaged either to prevent wrong-
doing to those who are helpless or to prevent discredit attaching to our
people in international matters. Postmasters and Internal Revenue Collectors
are our own affair. If the public prefer to have them recommended for
political reasons, why, they will have them so recommended; and the dis-
credit, loss and absurdity will fall where it belongs and will be felt where
it ought to be felt. But an improper Indian Agent does wrong not to the
whites by whom he is appointed but to the Indians among whom he lives;
and the same is true as regards our service in Panama, the Philippines or
Santo Domingo. To write such a letter as Bryan wrote to Vick about
service in Santo Domingo is a direct invitation to the basest type of cor-
ruption. I happen to know at firsthand that it was really only the knowledge
that Colonel Goethals intended to resign that prevented Wilson from
permitting Bryan, through Bryan’s former editorial partner, to debauch
the Panama service. There has been considerable debauching of the Philip-
pine service. Santo Domingo is merely the place where this type of misdeed
happens to have been discovered.

vestigation of the discreditable Democratic administration of Dominican affairs. For
three different assessments of the degree of Democratic iniquity, see Baker, Wilson,
I\h7, 36-43, 441-450; Blum, Twumulty, 110-115; Knight, Americans in Santo Domingo,
ch. vi.

®John R. Walsh, twice president of the Chicago Clearing House Association, in
1905 president of three Chicago banks and a director of a dozen Midwestern
industrial enterprises. In December 1905 his three banks suddenly failed. After
the resulting investigation, Walsh was indicted, found guilty, and sent to Leaven-
worth for the misapplication of funds. His banks had loaned heavily to the Ohio
Quarries Company and the Bedford Quarries Company.
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In all of this the thing that appeals to me most is the attitude of The
Evening Post, The World and the Times, and the rest of that crowd in
condemning Bryan more or less halfheartedly and at the same time enthusi-
astically disassociating Wilson from him. Wilson is absolutely responsible
for Bryan in every way. Faithfully yours

5961 * TO CECIL ARTHUR SPRING RICE Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, January 22, 1915

Dear Cecil: Tt does not seem to me that your Government is doing enough
to inform public opinion in America about certain matters as to which it
should be informed. Nor is the French Government doing what it should
do. Undoubtedly the Germans have overdone the thing in trying to influence
American public opinion; but there is a happy medium between the course
pursued by the Germans and the course pursued by you and France. For
example, the other day Mrs. Roosevelt read in the London triweekly Mail
a translation of the French report on German atrocities. It was an official
report of the very kind which I have continually demanded should be
produced before any expression of opinion from Americans was hoped
for concerning these alleged atrocities. It is a most important document.
It should have been prepared in English for dissemination throughout the
United States as an official document. It would have a very great effect.
I wish you would tell Jusserand this. Now, this morning, we see a report
in the Times of a translation by Professor J. H. Morgan of the University
College, London, of the manual issued by the General Staff in Berlin,! in
which there are a number of rules laid down as to the conduct of war,
which seem to me very shocking and which, I think, the average American
will find very shocking. It is simple foolishness to let this go as a news-
paper report, speedily forgotton and doubtless immediately denied. If there
exists such a translation, special extracts from it should be made, and in the
important parts the original German should be given, and reference should
be made as to where the original manual can be found, so as to be a guaranty
of the authenticity of the translation. This translation should be prepared
especially for distribution in the United States, both to the press and to
private individuals; and it should be put in such shape that the points
visualize themselves at once to the ordinary reader.

You remember the time I got you to give me information about the
translation of the pamphlet by the attaché of the German General staff,
who had prepared plans for war against America. Of course, that should
have been put out in pamphlet form in such shape that the authenticity

*The German War Book, first published in 1902, translated in 1915 by John
Hartman Morgan, lawyer, journalist, professor of constitutional law, in 1915 a
staff captain on the British Adjutant General’s staff, later a brigadier general,
author of several books on (Germany and on the war.
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could not be successfully disputed, and distributed throughout the United
States. Almost all the benefit that could be hoped for from the English
side was lost by the inattention and sheer bungling in the use made of this
matter. I am sending to you herewith a letter I have written to Sir Edward
Grey, which I wish you would read and forward to him with a copy of
this letter, and of my last. Apparently the English public desires the sym-
pathy of the United States. I assume that the English government also
desires it. If this assumption is correct, it is worth while to take some pains
to secure it. My suggestions relate only to securing the circulation of un-
impeachable facts in such form that it will be impossible to contradict them.
I should most heartily reprobate putting out any fact which was not
absolutely established or making any argument that could not be justified
by the highest standard of international ethics if made for any nation. But
if these facts exist and if these arguments can be made and if the English
people think it worth while to keep American opinion on their side, then
it seems to me that the American people should be sedulously given the
chance to know the facts and see the arguments.?

I suppose you have seen my little book on America and the World War3
Faithfully yours

[Handwritten] Love to dear Lady Springy and the nice small people.
I wish I could write “crocodile, «Johnny crocodile”» for thems/

5962 + TO WILLIAM EMLEN ROOSEVELT Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, January 24, 1915

Dear Emlen: My withers are unwrung by your assault on the Income Tax.
I have always made my fight for an Inheritance Tax. However, I must
plead guilty to the fact that inasmuch as all the leaders, not only in the
Progressive Party but in the Democratic and Republican Parties also, went
in favor of an Income Tax, I did not oppose it; and I am still of the opinion
that an Income Tax, something on the line of those used in Germany and
England, would do good. But--------- this income tax! Always yours

5963 * TO DWIGHT BANCROFT HEARD Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, January 29, 1915

Dear Mr. Heard: 1 wish I could improve on your letter to Mat Hale, with
its recommendations; but I don’t think that it is possible. The only difference
that I would make is that you speak altogether too favorably of Wilson.
To my mind he does not represent the Progressive ideal at all. I do not
* This thought had also occurred to the British government which had authorized
the Bryce investigation of and report on atrocities. Issued in May 1915, this
effective piece of propaganda contained accounts of horrors both authentic and

apocryphal.
®Roosevelt sent a copy of this letter to Arthur Hamilton Lee.
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think we have ever had a more reactionary President than Wilson, in every
real sense of the word “reactionary.” Moreover, I think him entirely in-
sincere; and he and Bryan, with the able assistance of Daniels, have in all
international matters put this country lower than it has been for a century.
I rank Wilson with Buchanan. The one achievement of his Administration
which seems to me to have something of good in it is the finance measure,
and this measure was taken almost bodily from that prepared by the
standpat Republicans under Aldrich. Even as regards this, I may be mistaken
in my belief that it is a good measure; for I know mighty little about Finance.
In halfhearted fashion he finally, in his trust policy, adopted a little of the
Progressive Platform; but it is quite impossible to be sure that he adopted
enough really to help the situation; and in what he did do, he broke faith.
As regards Mexico and the European War, he has been beneath contempt.
I firmly believe that he has yielded to the pressure of great commercial
interests in pushing his Ship Purchase Measure, a measure which may
very well embroil us with both England and France. I speak quite seriously
when I say that I think Charles Murphy and Roger Sullivan would be
preferable at this moment at the head of our nation to Wilson and Bryan.

All that you say in your letter to Mat Hale is true. We represented the
principles to which this country ought to have come. But the country
would not come to them. One reason was that it got it fixed in its head
that we were presenting reform as an alternative to prosperity; and, if they
had to make the choice, they intended to choose prosperity. As a matter
of fact, I do not think that Perkins had cold feet at all; some of the men
who were at that dinner at Medill McCormick’s who accused him of
timidity, were really timid themselves.

My judgment is that we ought to do as you say, that is, do nothing for
a year or thereabouts and see how things shape themselves. Unless there is
a complete change, it would be merely silliness to try another fight for a
straight Progressive ticket, east of the Rockies. Medill McCormick has
written me that the attempt would be entirely hopeless in Illinois. Most
of the Indiana men feel the same way; and Flinn tells me the same thing in
Pennsylvania, as does Murdock, of Kansas.! In New York and New Jersey
we would simply make ourselves a laughingstock, if we tried to make an
active fight as things are now. In this state we could not get any man
worth standing beside to make such a fight at this time. I spent every
ounce of time, effort and money I could put into the campaign last fall;
and it was flogging a dead horse. Of course, it is a hair-trigger situation;
and it may entirely change; but at present all I see is for us to sit tight and
await events.

It may be that the Republicans will take such an attitude that men like
myself will have to vote for some third ticket merely as a conscience vote.

1 As also did Vernon of Maine whose intention to work for a merger with the
Republicans Roosevelt on January 22 endorsed.
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Under no circumstances does it seem to me that I could vote for Wilson.
I am not even sure that I could vote for him if the Republicans put up Taft
or Nicholas Murray Butler! Still, I won’t definitely commit myself, if
there was such a frightful alternative offered! I certainly wouldn’t vote for
either of them. Of course, the ideal thing would be if we could get the
Republicans to endorse a man of the type of Hiram Johnson; but I don’t
suppose there is any chance of this.

Please treat this letter as entirely confidential. I do wish I could see you
in person. Faithfully yours

5964 + TO MILES POINDEXTER Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, January 3o, 1915

My dear Senator Poindexter: 1 thank you for your letter. Now it seems to
me clear that this is not a real case of a desire to purchase ships for use by
the Government at all. It is really an effort to interfere in this war on behalf
of one of the belligerents by purchasing its interned ships.! I am informed
that all amendments to prevent the purchase of belligerent-owned ships
have been voted down. If this is so, I feel most strongly that it is the duty
of every good American to vote against the bill in question. The voting
down of such amendments shows that the intention of the Administration
is to buy the German ships. If that is done, and these ships, owned by the
United States Government, go to sea, the Allies will have a perfect right
to refuse to recognize the transfer of the flag. If they do so and treat them
as German ships, they are liable to be captured or in case of resistance to
be sunk. This would bring us very close to war not only with England

! The purpose of the ship purchase bill was, of course, to relieve the desperate
shipping shortage. In August 1914 Secretary of the Treasury McAdoo proposed
to meet the transport crisis by creating a government-controlled corporation to
purchase, construct, and operate merchant vessels. Almost the only ships available
for purchase were German ships interned in American ports.

By January 1915, when the debate on the ship purchase bill opened in the
Senate, opposition to it had crystallized. Shipping interests, fearing government
competition and the loss of lush profits, were actively lobbying against the bill
Conservatives in both parties agreed with Senator Root that a government-owned
shipping service was a dangerous experiment in “state socialism.” Other senators,
like Burton, were afraid the passage of the bill would involve the United States
in a needless controversy with the belligerents. Still others, like Cabot Lodge, saw
the bill as a plot to aid Germany at the expense of the Allies. Finally, Wilson’s
repeated demands that the bill be passed aroused the Senate’s traditional distrust
of executive dominance. By skillfully playing on these different attitudes, the
Republicans prevented the passage of the bill; see No. 5967. The best detailed
account of this first serious legislative defeat for the Wilson Administration is
Baker, Wilson, V, 112~134.

The fight over the ship purchase bill brought Roosevelt closer to the Republicans.
Throughout, Roosevelt was in close contact with party leaders. At the request
of Lodge and Borah, he wrote Poindexter, Clapp, Norris, and Murdock to defeat
the bill. After the bill was killed, Lodge spent a weekend at Sagamore Hill for
the first time since 1911.
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alone, but with all her allies, with England, France, Russia and Japan. I
think it is literally a criminal act for this Administration to go into this
without considering the gross breach of neutrality which it would be to
relieve Germany of these ships and pay her thirty or forty million dollars
of public money. I most earnestly hope that you can see your way clear
at least to vote for the Cummins substitute. Of course, I hoped you would
be against the whole bill. But under no circumstances ought we to be put
in the position where it is possible for the Administration to purchase these
ships owned by Germany and interned in our ports. Faithfully yours

5965 - TO ALEXANDER SMITH COCHRAN Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, February 4, 1915

My dear Cochran:* Will you read the enclosed letter through? Have you
any acquaintance with the poems of Bliss Carman?? Some of his Ballads
have really been capital; and I wish to Heaven there were some way that
we could be saved the discredit of having a man like him die of want, because
the advertisers of automobile supplies do not think his poetry is “breezy”
and “snappy” and ‘“up-to-date.” From the letter you will see that what is
wanted is some employment at a salary of five hundred dollars a year for
Carman or five thousand dollars to get him the annuity. When I was
President, I cheerfully outraged the feelings of the ultra-Civil-Service
reformers by fishing a similar poet — I think an even better man — Arlington
Robinson, out of a Boston Millinery store, where he was writing metrical
advertisements for spring hats, and put him in the Customs House. This
got him a start; and he has done well ever since, although it is perhaps
needless to say that Taft promptly turned him out. I write you chiefly
as founder of the Elizabethan Club. Would there be anything he could
do at a salary of five hundred dollars a year annually that could be given
him or any steps that could be taken toward getting that annuity for him?
The demands made upon me are so innumerable that I am not physically
able to meet one in ten of them — and, as you may have noticed, Congress
won’t even give me back the Nobel Peace Prize to make use of.

It was delightful having you and Bob Perkins out here. Do you know

* Alexander Smith Cochran, a very wealthy man — carpets, railroads —used his
wealth to encourage the arts (he was a founder of the New Theatre in New
York) and to promote Progressive politics; a heavy contributor to the Bull Moose
in 1912. He gave to Yale the “Arabian-Nightish” gift of the Elizabethan Club,
“a center for men of literary tastes, irrespective either of ‘prominence’ or actual
performance.” )

2William Bliss Carman, lyric poet; author, with Richard Hovey, of Songs from
Vagabondia and, alone, of Pipes of Pan. Cochran immediately arranged to provide
for Carman as Roosevelt requested. Roosevelt, in turn, sent to the Elizabethan
Club a two-volume edition of the poet’s works. Later in the same year, Roosevelt
sent from his own pocket a sum of money to the widow of the Kentucky poet,
Madison Cawein. At the same time he persuaded Carnegie to send a far larger sum.
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Alec Lambert? If you do, would you care to include him on that trip,
when we go up to the Elizabethan Club in the spring? He is an awfully
good fellow. Faithfully yours

5966 - TO CECIL ARTHUR SPRING RICE Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, February 5, 1915

Dear Cecil: Just after sending you another letter to Grey, I received one
from him dated December 18th. I don’t know why it took six weeks to
reach me.

Since I wrote the long letter to Grey, the success of German submarines
against merchant vessels has given me a very uneasy feeling lest what I
hinted at may come to pass, and the submarines may make effective war
against the merchant vessels going into England. This would be a very
serious business and might mean that your whole chance of going on with
the war at all depended upon American merchantmen bringing you in food.
This is something, of course, that your own people ought to consider
when they make protests about neutrality rights or confiscate cargoes.
However, I assume they know their own interests and their own capabilities.
I have felt that if they choose to protest against our Government purchasing
German interned ships, they had a right to do so; and accordingly I have
done all T could to prevent the passage of this bill of the Administration,
a bill which is pushed by the German interests here and by the Jewish
bankers who are doing Germany’s business. Now, my dear Cecil, I hope
your people will remember that it is they who must determine what their
own interest is and that if they find afterwards that they were mistaken,
the responsibility will be upon them and not upon those who have tried to
help them.

Moreover, do let me say as strongly as I know how that I hope that at
all costs your people will avoid a clash with us, where we are right. On
grounds of expediency, as you know, I hope you will not have a clash with
us if it can possibly be avoided, even although we are wrong — just as it
was expedient for the United States to avoid a clash with Great Britain or
France during the Civil War, even although they were wrong. For it would
be a veritable calamity for you to put yourselves in a position where you
were wrong and where America had to stand against you or else herself
abandon the right. In such a case I and those who think as I do would, how-
ever reluctantly, be obliged to take a stand against you, because we would
be obliged to do the thing that was right. Your government evidently feels
a great contempt for the Wilson-Bryan Administration; and I don’t wonder.
They are truckling to the German vote; they are utterly selfish and insincere;
and they are timid to the last degree. Doubtless your people feel that they
could not be kicked into a war. But it is just weak and timid but shifty
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creatures of the Wilson-Bryan type who are most apt to be responsible for
a country drifting into war. I would regard it as an unspeakable calamity
if a war should come between the United States and Great Britain. You
do not need to be told that everything I can do I am doing, have done and
shall do to prevent wrong conduct, offensive conduct, by this administration
and to make your path smooth; I feel that the case of Belgium alone ought
to put us absolutely on the side of the Allies. It is for this very reason that
I so earnestly hope that you will under no circumstances yourselves do
something wrong, something evil, as regards which I and the men like me
will have to clearly take the stand on the other side.

By the way, if the Allies have to act against us on some point, where
they are clearly right and we clearly wrong, I wish it could be a French and
not a British ship that took the action. Faithfully yours

5967 *+ TO GEORGE WILLIAM NORRIS Roosevelt Mss.

Private New York, February 6, 1915

My dear Senator Norris: Because of our old acquaintance I venture to write
you as regards the Shipping Bill; for the issue here is one vitally affecting
the honor and welfare of our beloved country and far transcends any
question of ordinary party politics. I feel that the seven Democrats who
took their political lives in their hands to beat the Wilson-Bryan machine
in this matter are entitled to the highest praise and to the heartiest support.
As of course you know, I feel that Wilson and Bryan are fast putting us in
a position where they imperil the safety of the country and that everything
else ought to be laid aside in order to stop this danger.! Not since the days
of Buchanan have we had a President who has been as untrustworthy in
vital matters as Mr. Wilson; and we have never had a Secretary of State as
unworthy of the position as Mr. Bryan. It is our duty as good Americans
to shear them of their influence for harm.
The Bill for government-owned ships in its present shape, especially
after the German notice of yesterday,? is setting us in the pathway toward
*Norris, Kenyon, Clapp, and La Follette were the only Republicans known to
favor the ship purchase bill. The refusal of the seven Democratic senators to
support the Administration made the votes of these four Republicans essential
for the passage of the bill. On February 2, the day after the Democratic bolt,
Wilson called Norris, Kenyon, and Clapp to the White House. Though. Clapp
refused to back Wilson, Norris and Kenyon agreed to vote for the bill if it were
amended to make the shipping corporation a permanent organization. When Ad-
ministration forces failed to propose such an amendment, Norris and Kenyon, on
February 1o, came out against the bill. On February 17 they, with La Follette,
spoke against the compromise measure passed that day by the House. The House
and the Senate then sent the bills back to committee without instruction or
amendments. There they remained until the end of the session. o
?Germany on February 4, 1915, had declared the waters around the Bl‘llElSh I.sles
a war zone within which neutral ships, because of the difficulty of identification,

sailed at their peril. In effect, this was a declaration of Germany’s intent to torpedo
any vessel in the defined area. It was also a violation of international law.
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war. Messrs. Wilson and Bryan are pushing us to a position which may
finally force the nation to face the alternatives of war or shameful humilia-
tion. It is not the first time that an incompetent ahd incapable administrator
from sheer vacillating indecision, has brought a country into the very war
which in theory he desired to avert. It seems to me that the essential thing
now is for every Republican and every Progressive to fight straight with
the seven Democrats until the bill is recommitted to the Committee without
instructions as to amendments or as to the time of reporting it. I do not
trust the Wilson-Bryan people to prepare or stand by any amendments
that will really meet the difficulties of the situation. My interest in the
bill is to see it rendered impossible to purchase the ships of the powers now
at war — and the big foreign banking firms that are pushing the bill here
in New York undoubtedly hope to make a profit on a very large scale by
selling to the Government these interned ships. But this amendment in order
to make it satisfactory should be prepared by the opponents of the present
bill, after it has been put back into Committee. It seems to me that all good
citizens should join on this issue to beat Messrs. Wilson and Bryan, because
they are imperiling the safety of the country and that the issue should
be forced straight on them, and all the men opposed to them kept together,
until the bill is recommitted to the Committee. Then the time for con-
ferences and for possible future movements will come.

There is no use of appealing to Senator La Follette’s patriotism, for
I regret to say that I am not sure that it exists; but I have written to you
just as I have written to my party opponents, Lodge and Borah, and to my
party associates, Poindexter and Clapp, in this matter.

With good wishes, Sincerely yours

§968 - TO CECIL ARTHUR SPRING RICE Roosevelt Mss.
Washington, February 18, 1915

Dear Cecil: 1 think 1 have been writing you in rather too somber a vein
recently; and this is just to say that everything will come out all right. Tell
this to Jusserand also. The one thing of which I feel certain is that England
and France will be immensely benefited as the result of this war. Personally
I think the Allies will win. I know they ought to win. Indeed I am sure the
victory will to some degree «be» theirs. I am not sure that the victory will
come in such fashion as to secure justice being done to Belgium and a
chance being given for the peoples of middle and southeastern Europe
to develop as they should develop. But I am as nearly sure as can be that
England and France will benefit immensely by the war. Both of them have
shown ugly traits at times during the lifetime of the generation that has
recently grown to manhood and perhaps it was necessary that their manhood
should be tried and purged in the ordeal of this dreadful fiery furnace.
We Americans have known better times; perhaps such an ordeal. . . . You
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and Jusserand are doing what is very fine, perhaps the finest thing that
men can do; that is, you are rendering the utmost service to your country
when your country most needs such service and when your country is
engaged in a struggle in which your success is for the benefit of mankind.
I would not have said this of England and France in the time of our Civil
War, whereas I would most emphatically have said it of our own people
at the time of our civil war. I would not even have said it of England and
France in the Crimean War or of England in 1878 in connection with
Russia or of France in 1882 in connection with Egypt. But in this great
crisis you stand for the vital interests of your own two nations and you
stand for humanity, for mankind; and in all human probability the war will
come out to the benefit of both of you. I earnestly hope that it will come
out so much to the benefit of both of you as to ensure the wrongs of Belgium
being righted, as to give the people of Alsace and Lorraine the chance to
determine their own destiny, and to give the lesser Slav peoples. the chance
to develop that they ought to have. But even if my hopes are fallacious in
these respects, I am sure they are not fallacious as regards England and
France. Both of these nations will come out immeasurably better because
of what they have done and of what they have suffered in this war. If I
were willing to let myself grow cast down, I should be pretty well cast down
at the fact that in this great crisis America, because of having unworthy
leaders, has played an unworthy part. But there is no use in people of our
age feeling needlessly cast down. In our Civil War France and England did
ill; and yet they have now risen to great pitches of patriotism and heroism.
I do not doubt that the same thing will be true of the United States.

Give my love to dear Lady Springy. I do wish we could see you both.
Bakhméteff * and his wife came out here the other day for lunch. Don’t
you think that very unostentatiously you could come out for a night or
for lunch sometime? I don’t believe that anyone would know it. If that
is impossible and if you will give me sufficient warning I will come in town
to meet you.

By the way, I am rather amused at the fact that Maxse’s National Review,?
which is fairly jingo about Britain, should keep Maurice Low as its American
correspondent, in view of the fact that Maurice Low is perfectly willing to
do all he can for any anti-English creature here, if it will suit his own book.

When I see Lady Springy, I want to tell her all about my grandchildren.
I question if even the good diplomatic father would tolerate the kind of

! George Bakhméteff, Russian Ambassador to the United States.

*The National Review had been given to Leopold James Maxse in 1893 by his

father, Admiral Maxse, as a means of restoring the son to health after a serious

illness. Though the device was not wholly successful as a therapeutic measure,
the new and young (twenty-nine) editor turned the Review into a robust and
influential periodical. Using the pages of his magazine to express with wit and
clarity his own positive views, Maxse foresaw the “German danger,” deplored the

return to the gold standard, opposed woman suffrage, defended France at all times,
and in the years from 1912 to 1917 opposed Wilson’s policies.

891



anecdote which this grandfather would like to inflict upon a presumably
equally fond mother.

I received a very pathetic letter from Winty Chanler the other day.
Winty is such a delightful person and such a real faun that I hate to think of
the misfortunes of our common humanity falling on him — you and I are
eminently human and it is all right we should have those misfortunes; but
Winty ought by rights to enjoy himself to the very last. In his letter he made
it evident that he was thinking often of the old times when, even if we were
not all of us completely carefree, we all of us had youth and the power of
looking forward that gives youth its unconquerable spirit. But, Springy, the
true way to look at things is to realize how very fortunate we have all been,
taking it as a whole. You and your wife, and my wife and I — we have en-
countered troubles and at times disaster and we cannot expect to escape a
certain grayness in the afternoon of life — for it is not often that life ends
in the splendor of a golden sunset. But all four of us have led the kind of life
that is emphatically well worth living and we all have cause to be deeply
thankful that our lives have laid in the places where they have laid. Always
yours

5969 * TO HENRY CABOT LODGE Roosevelt Mss.
Washington, February 18, 1915

Dear Cabot: 1 think this Administration is the very worst and most disgrace-
ful we have ever known. My Mexican article is already in type and I can
add nothing to it. In any event, I should be doubtful whether these frightful
cases of which you speak are sufficiently authenticated for use. I have not a
question that they are true. Have you any idea how I can get at them accu-
rately? I am writing another piece on military preparedness and I might use
this in that piece. Thank Heaven, I no longer have to consider the effect of
my actions upon any party; and accordingly I have temperately but with
the strongest possible emphasis attacked the German-American propaganda
and the effort by German-Americans to use the United States as an instru-
ment in the interest of Germany.

Cal O’Laughlin tells me that Smoot spoke of my having written to you
that I would accept any Republican save Taft. I think you had better not
quote what I said to you in any way to have it get around, as it would be a
very unwise thing for me now to be announcing my position, and especially
to be announcing it through indirection.

I congratulate you on the Shipping Bill. I had what was on the whole 2
pretty satisfactory letter from Norris.! It seems to me that you have made

* George Norris had written Roosevelt that “in the main we are in agreement
as to the Shipping Bill” In-an enclosed interview with a correspondent of the
United Press, Norris explained that unless the bill was amended to prevent purchase
of vessels from belligerents without the consent of all other belligerents the legisla-
don might bring us into the war. He also felt the government ought to retain the
ownership of vessels and of all shipping profits.
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no mistakes. I think Wilson worse than Bryan; and that’s saying a good
deal, for I loathe Bryan! Root has done capitally.> Always yours

5970 * TO VICTOR MURDOCK Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, February 19, 1915

Dear Victor: 1 wish to congratulate you upon your admirable speech at
Philadelphia.! It seems to me you struck the keynote. The thing to do is to
fight for our principles and get all of them if we can and if, as appears likely,
our countrymen at the moment won’t accept more than a few of them, then
good-humoredly to get these few without abandoning our faith in the others
and when the time comes to strive for the others likewise. At present it does
not seem as if it was likely that we could fight for these principles through
the medium of the Progressive party as a separate national party. But while
this does not seem likely, it is possible; and what we have to do now is to sit
tight, keep our organization together and hold ourselves ready to meet what-
ever the emergency may demand a year hence. Such speeches as that you
have made do real good.

As George Record sent to Flinn a copy of the speech which he wished
me to make in advocating our immediate return to the Republican party and
my announcement that I intended to be a candidate for the nomination for
President in the Republican primaries, I send you the copy that Record sent
me. Please return it to me. I did not agree with all the principles he set forth
(some of them I entirely disagreed with) and I think that as a matter of ex-
pediency the action he advised would have been unwise to the last degree.
Faithfully yours

5971 + TO MICHAEL A. SCHAAP Roosevelt Mss.
Opyster Bay, February 22, 1915

My dear Schaap: Sometime or other come in to see me. I see you appeared
against the bill making compulsory the reading of the Bible in the Public
Schools. If T were in the Legislature or Governor, I should vote against or
veto that bill, because I believe in absolutely nonsectarian public schools. It
is not our business to have the Protestant Bible or the Catholic Vulgate or the
Talmud read in those schools. There is no objection whatever, where the
local sentiment favors it, for the teacher to read a few verses of the ethical or
moral parts of the Bible, so long as this causes no offense to anyone. But it
is entirely wrong for the law to make this reading compulsory; and the

* Root had been a leader of the opposition to the ship purchase bill. Perhaps the
most compelling attack on that measure was his speech in the Senate on January 25.

* In this speech as in a letter to George Perkins of February 24, Murdock emphasized
the need for fidelity to the principles of 1912. Commenting on the letter, Roosevelt
urged that “we ought also to lay special stress upon the immediate need of
national defense.” — Roosevelt to Murdock, March 5, 1915, Roosevelt Mss.

893



Protestant fanatics who attempt to force this through are playing into the
hands of the Catholic fanatics who want to break down the Public Schools
system and introduce a system of sectarian schools. I shall ask you to treat
this letter as private, because I have so many fights on my hands that there
is no use my going into another; and just at present our people do not wish
me to embark on a general course of lectures to them as to what they should
do in the public schools. You can show this letter, however, to Hamilton
Fish, our one Progressive legislator, if you wish. Faithfully yours

5972 * TO HIRAM WARREN JOHNSON Roosevelt Mss.

Opyster Bay, February 22, 1915

My dear Governor: Many thanks for «your» last letters. If I had known that
Fremont Older was taking that view of Wilson, I doubt if I would have
written him <«anythings! Wilson and Bryan by their attitude toward the
European War and toward Mexico have not only put the United States in a
humiliating position but have run the risk of letting «us» drift into war whe<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>