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SENATE.
Moxparx, October 28, 1918.
The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, we have met together in the Senate this morn-
ing to give directions to the civil order of this great Nation.
Our duties increase with the days. Our responsibilities come upon
us heavier with every honr. We turn to Thee, the God of our
fathers, the God of infinite providence, for Thy hand has led
us in all the past and Thou hast revealed in all our history
great and glorious plans. We seek Thy guidance and blessing
as we address ourselves to the tasks of this day. Recognizing
our infinite debt of gratitude to Thee and renewing our ancient
covenant with the God of all nations, committing ourselves
this morning to the Divine guidance, we would face the tasks
and pray for Thy blessing upon us. Guide us this day, O God
of our fathers, in wisdom, in courage, in hope, and may we at
the close of the day have the comfortable assurance that our
work has been pleasing in Thy sight. For Christ's sake, Amen.

NAMING A PBESIDING OFFICER,

The Secretary (James M. Baker) read the following com-
munication :

UNITES STATES BENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, D. C., October £8, 1518,
To the Benate:

Belng temporarily absent from the Senate, I appoint Hon. Jor T.
RorIxsON, a Senator from the State of Arkansas, to perform the duties
of the Chair during my absence.

. WILLARD SAULSBURY,

President pro tempore.

Mr. ROBINSON thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer.

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and
approved.

NONCOMBATANT OFFICERS,

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in re-
sponse to a resolution of April 18, 1018, a list of the men to
whom commissions in the Army have been issued and who are
not now and who have not heretofore been placed in command
or had charge of any troops in the service of the United States,
either here or abroad, etc.,, which, on motion of Mr. NEeLsox,
was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House disagrees to the
amendments of tlle Senate to the bill (H. R. 13086) making ap-
propriations to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiseul
year ending June 30, 1919, and prior fiscal years, on account of
war expenses, and for other purposes, agrees to the conference
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SHERLEY, Mr. EAGAN,
and Mr., CaxxoN managers at the conference on the part of the
House.

The mca.snge also announced that the House agrees to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 13086) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, and
prior fiseal years, on account of war expenses, and for other
purposes,

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon
signed by the Presiding Officer:

8. 4886. An act providing for the sale of certain lands in the
original town site of Port Angeles, Wash. ;

H. R. 12404, An act authorizing the construction of a build-
ing for Cthe Public Health Service, in the city of Washing-
ton, D. C.;

H. R. 12438. An act authorizing the conveyance of the United
States jail and land on which the same is located at Guthrie,
Okla., to Logan County, Okla.;

H. IR. 12976. An act providing for the protection of the users
of the telephone and telegraph service and the properties and
ftmlds beéonging thereto during Government operation and con-

rol; an

H. 0. 13036. An act transferring jurisdiction and control for
the period of the war over the Southern Branch of the National
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers from the board of man-
agers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to
the Secretary of War for use for Army hospital purposes.

© PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL.

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr.
Sharkey, one of his secretaries, announced that the President
had approved and signed the following act and joint resolution:

On October 25:

S.2493. An act to amend section 8 of an act entitled “An act
to provide for stock-raising homesteads, and for other purposes,”
approved December 29, 1918

On October 27:

8. J. Res, 63. Joint resolution to establish a reserve of the Pub-
lic Health Service.

ZEXNG TZE WOXG (H. DOC. XO0. 1334).

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing message from the President of the United States, which
was read and, with the accompanying papers, was referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed :

To the Scnate and House of Represeniatives:

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State
inclosing a draft of a joint resolution authorizing the Secretary
of War to permit Mr. Zeng Tze Wong, a citizen of China, to
receive instruction at the United States Military Academy at
West Point at the expense of the Government of China.

The Secretary of State points out that the passage of the
resolution would be regarded as an act of courtesy by the Gov-
3mment of China and that it would follow established prece-

ents.

Woobnrow WirLsox.

Tae WHire Housg, 28 October, 1918.

TRANSFER OF GOVERNMENT BUREAUS FROM WASHINGTON.

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing message from the President of the United States, which
was read and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to lic on
the table and be printed:

To the Senate:

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Senate, in
nse to the resolution adopted by the Senate on September
6, 1918, numbered S. Res. 296, reports made by the heads of the
several executive departments and independent Government
establishments in reference to the matter of transferring from
Washington to other cities in the country, for the duration of
the war, such bureaus, or parts of bureaus, commissions, and
subdivisions of the several departments as could discharge
their functions and perform their duties as well outside of said
District as within its boundaries. From these reports it will
be noted that the heads of the executive departments and inde-
pendent Government establishments do not deem it advisable
to remove any branch of the Government service now located
within the District of Columbia to any other location.

Wooprow Wirsox,
Tae WHiTE HousEg, 28 October, 1918.
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of A. M. Sheldon, of
Minneapolis, Minn., and a petition of the First National Bank, -
of Bemidji, Minn., praying for the repeal of the tax-exemption
clause of the Federal farm-loan act, which were referred to the
Committee on Finance.

He also presented the petition of Horace Lowry, president of
the Twin City Rapid Transit Co., of Minneapolis, Minn., praying
that utility corporations be placed in a separate classification
in the pending revenue bill, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

He also presented the memorial of John W. Thomas & Co., of
Minneapolis, Minn., remonstrating against the proposed tax on
tapestries and textiles in the pending revenue bill, which was
referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a telegram, in the nature of a memorial,
from the J. R. Watkins Co., of Winona, Minn., remonstrating
against the proposed tax on nonbeverage alcohol in the pending
revenue bill, which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented memorials of the Security State Bank, of
Lake City; the Citizens' State Bank, of Pine Island; of Lane,
Jaffray & Piper (Inc.), of Minneapolis ; the Security State Bank,
of Owatonna ; the Nobles County Bankers’ Association, of Rush-
more ; the Natlonul Bank of Commerce, of St. Paul ; the Farmers'
and Merchnnts‘ State Bank, of Zimmerman; the Fnrmers Na-
tional Bank, of Hutchinson; the Fairmont Creamery Co.. of
Fairmont; the Merchants’ State DBank, of North Branch; the
Security State Bank, of Princefon; and the First State Dank, of
Rtochester, all in the State of Minnesota, remonstrating against
the proposed tax on checks in the pending revenue bill, which
were referred to the Committee on Finance.

AUTHENTICATED
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Mr. KIRBY (for Mr. THoMPsON) presented a petition of
sundry citizens of Iola, Carlyle, Manhattan, Kansas City, and
Humboldt, all in the State of Kansas, praying that osteopathic
physicians be admitted to the medical branch of the Army,
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. SMITH of Georgia, from the Committee on the Judiciary,
to which was referred the bill (S. 3219) to incorporate the
Recreation Association of America, reported it with amend-
ment.

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Commerce, to which
was referred the bill (S. 4991) to establish load lines for ves-
sels in foreign trade, reported it with an amendment and sub-
mitted a report (No. 606) thereon.

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. NELSON:

% bill (8. 5006) granting a pension to Charles M. Woodworth
angd

A bill (8. 5007) granting an increase of pension to John J.
Duke; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. FERNALD:

A bill (8. 5008) granting an increase of pension to Patrick A.
Galvin (with aceompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen-
sions,

By Mr. PAGE:

A bill (S. 5009) granting a pension to Emeline A. Spaulding
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. McNARY :

A bill (8. 5010) granting an increase of pension to Robert A.
Carlton ; and

A bill (8. 5011) granting an increase of pension to Indian
war veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. PENROSE:

A bill (8. 5012) granting an increase of pension to Isabell
Cunningham ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. OHAMBFRLAIN

A bill (8. 5013) to amend so much of an act entitled “An act
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1919,” approved July 9, 1918, as provides
for *longevity pay for men other than the Regular Army”;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SUTHERLAND :

A bill (8. 5014) granting an increase of pension to Fannie R.
Wells; to the Committee on Pensions.

THE REVENUE.

Mr. SHEPPARD submitted an amendment intended fo be
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 12863) to provide revenue,
and for other purpocses, which was referred to the Committee on
Finance and ordered to be printed.

FIEST DEFICIENCY AFPFROPRIATION—CONFERENCE REPORT.
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
13086) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending June 380, 1919, and prior
fiscal years, on account of war expenses, and for other pur-
poses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed
;ol]recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as
ollows :

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 8,
20, and 25.

That the House recede from its (llsagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 9, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17,
18,19, 21, 22, 23, 26, 27, /'8, 29, 30, 31 and 32 and agree to the
same,.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
nent of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lines 7 and 8 of the matter inserted
by said amendment strike out the following: * including neces-
sary clerical help in the District of Columbia and other personal
services,” and insert in lien thereof the following: * including
not exceeding $25.000 for personal services in the Distriet of
Columbia " ; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amend-
ment insert * $500,000 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an

amendment as follows: In line 8 of the matter inserted by said
amendment strike out the word “authorized ” and insert in lieu
thereof the word * directed”; and in line 8 of the matter in-
serted by said amendment strike out the word “six " and insert
in lieu thereof the word “two’; and the Senate agree to the
same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out by said
amendment amended as follows: At the end of the matter
stricken out by said amendment insert the following: “ : Pro-
vided further, That property shall not be taken over under the
foregoing power at an aggregate cost in excess of $15,000,000";
and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its dlsngrecment to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Omit the matter stricken out and in-
serted by said amendment, and on page 37 of the bill strike out
line 5; and the Senate agree to the same.

TrOoMAS 8. MARTIN,

0. W. UNDERWOOD,

F. E. WARREN, .
Managers on the part of the Senate.

SWAGAR SHERLEY,

JoHN J. EAGAx,

J. G. Caxroxn,
Managers on the part of the House.

The report was agreed to.
PEACE POLICIES AND THE POLITICAL CAMPAIGN.

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, I should like to request the privi-
lege of the Senate to make a few observations upon a matter
which the imminence of peace makes important. 1 shall not
oceupy a great deal of time. If I may proceed I will promise to
conclude in about 30 minutes.

The PRESIDING OYXFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl-
vania asks unanimous consent to address the Senate. Is there
objection? The Chair hears no objection, and the Senator from
Pennsylvania will praceed.

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, as the Senate is likely soon to
be brought to one of its most important functions in one of the
most important periods of the world's history, I feel that we
ought without delay to fix our attention most earnestly upon
the intricate problems that we already face and so to anticipate
and prepare for the wise discharge of that function. The grav-
ity of our responsibility could not be exceeded. The measure
of the wisdom with which we shall discharge it is the studious
and independent forethought we now bring to the formulation
of our views upon questions that are already too clear to be
postponed or neglected. It is well, therefore, to examine into
the responsibility of the Senate in the present critical situation
and to remark upon some of the most salient and urgent phases
of that situation.

When there is a question of America's going to war, the
Congress alone can declare war. The act of declaring war in-
cludes necessarily the determination of the cause of war. The
determination of the cause of war includes necessarily the de-
termination of the aim of the war, which is the removal of the
cause, Therefore it is through the Congress alone that the
American people give their mandate to conduct war and their
mandate as to what is the aim of the war.

While this country is at war, the President, as Commander
in Chief of the Army and of the Navy, is charged with the con-
duct of hostilities. In addition to the powers incidental to that
function the Congress has bestowed upon him many other pow-
ers. Nevertheless, it is the Natlon, not the President or the
“administration,” that is at war; it is the whole Government
of the United States, and each and all of its parts, not the
President or the *“ administration” alone, that carries on the
great business of war.

When there is question of America’s ceasing to make war, war
can only be ended by treaty. Treaties can be made only by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate, Advice and consent
to a treaty ending a war necessfrily includes determination of
the question whether the aim of the war has been achleved in
accordance with the mandate of the American people—whether
the treaty falls short of that mandate and also whether it goes
beyond In a manner to violate that mandate. Therefore it is
through the Senate of the United States, quite as much as
through the President, that tlie people of the United States are
to say when, whether, and how their mandate to conduct war
has been executed by the attainment of their war aim.

To begin war has always been a comparatively quick trans-
action; to end war has always been a much more long-drawn-
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out transition. This is because a nation generally enters war
with a clear-cut, simple aim; but the course of events, the
fermentation of political theories in the cauldron of war, and
the ambitions and pet theories of statesmen, cause to cluster
around the prime war aim a multitude of corollaries and sub-
sidiary objects, many of which may not be essential at all to
the prime war aim for which the people have glven their man-
date. These are vastly multiplied when the number of nations
at war is great.

Now, the ending of a particular war and the firm founding of
the future general peace to follow it may well be regarded as
two separate functions, at least in theory. And in practice the
two tasks should at least he kept separate in our conceptions.

To the task of ending the war belong all things essential to
our prime war aim.

To the task of firmly founding a future general peace belongs
the careful examination of each and every thing that has been
proposed as a corollary to our prime war aim or as a subsidiary
war aim. This task is an especially heavy one, because, be it
remembered, upon none of these corollaries, upon none of these
proposed subsidiary war aims, has the American people given its
mandate ; and it will be through the Senate that such mandate
must come.

The separation of the two tasks of ascertaining when the
prime war aim of this Nation has been achieved and, secondly,
of accepting or rejecting one by one the multifarious corollaries
and subsidiary war aims that have been proposed—and many of
them are adventitious and questionable—is heightened by the
facts, first, that it has been sought to make this mass of cluster-
ing idens a part of the res gestee by linking them with tentative
discussions with the enemy; and, secondly, because the array
of ideas referred to has not been tested by an attempt to imple-
ment them in the form of concise, practicable stipulations.

But upon all these things, as trustees of a large share of the
people’s authority to make treaties, the Senate has the appalling
responsibility of being prepared any day to pass.

Everything possible has been done to lighten the tagk of the
Executive in the conduct of the war. An ephemeral proposal
was made at an early stage that there should be a congressional
committee to keep Congress informed on the conduct of the war,
That proposal failed. No other committee was ever seriously
proposed except one of consultative advisory character, designed
to secure common counsel and universal cooperation so indis-
pensable alike to democratic government and to true efficiency
in statesmanship.

There have, indeed, been various attempts to create delibera-
tive and consultative relations on matters of policy between the
Executive and the Congress. Such opportunity for counsel would
have enormously lightened the task of the Nation's representa-
tives. It would have informed them for the discharge of respon-
sibilities from which they can not in any case escape.

Even an entirely regular and proper resolution of Congress to
inform itself in relation to its function of appropriating money
to carry on the war was hotly branded by the Chief Executive
as showing “ want of confidence in the administration™ when it
was proposed to investigate the airplane expenditures. Now,
the making of this investigation was the constitutional duty of
the legislative branch. The principles upon which this is true
have been followed since the foundation of our Government, and
in the light of these principles it was most unfortunate that this
proposal of the legislative branch to exercise its clear right and
perform its imperative and indispensable duty should have been
branded as a “want of confidence in the administration.”” One
is compelled to say that heretofore Executives have rightly not so
considered it.

On the occasion to which I allude, and it is quite typieal, the
President, in his letter to the Senator from Virginia, said:

I Prntest most earnestly against the adoptlon of any such action and
shall hope that every Senator who intends to support the present admin-
istration In the conduct of the war will vote agu[nst t. These are
serions times, and it is absolutely necessary that the lines should be
clearly drawn between friends and opponents.

Lincoln, speaking to a delegation In' 1864, which was urging
him to separate the sheep from the goats—those for him, as were
the delegation, and those against him—at a time when It might
mean his own defeat for reelection, uttered these lofty senti-
ments :

You have spoken of the consideration which you think I should pay
to my friends as contradistinguished from my enemies. 1 sup , of
course, that yon mean that those who agree or disagree with me in
m{ views of public policy. I recogmize no such thing as a political
friendship personal to myself, * * * Now, when you see a man lgi'-
ally in favor of the Unlon, willing to vote men and money spendlnf s
time and money and throwing his influence into the reeruitment of our
armies, I think It ungenerous, unjust, and tm?oliﬂc to make his views
on abstraet political guestions a test of his loyalty. 1 will not be a party
to this application of a pocket inquisition. * * I have no right to
act the tyrant to mere political opponents. If a man votes for supplies

of men and money, encourages enlistments, discourages desertions, does
all in his power to carry the war on to a successful issue, I have no
right to question him for his abstract political opinlons. I must make a
dividing line somewhere between those who are the opponents of the
Government and those who only oppose peculiar features of my admin-
istration while they sustain the Government,

And the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopnog] has just
handed me a copy of the Providence Daily Journal in which is
printed an extract from a letter by President Lincoln.

Mr, LODGE. From a letter to Gov. Johnson, to be found on
page 359 of volume 9 of the Life of Lincoln by Nicolay and

ay.

Mr. ENOX. In that letter this sentence oceurs:

Excépt it be to Svn protection agalnst violence, I decline to Inter-
fere in any way with any presidential election.

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Senator if he will read the previous
letter in regard not to the election but the nomination of Judge
Kelley, of Philadelphia—a letter of June 20, 1864, addressed to
the postmaster there.

Mr. KNOX. I will send it to the desk and ask the Secretary
to read it as a part of my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re-
quested.

The Secretary read as follows:

The postmaster of Philadelphia being accused of interference agalnst
Wiliam D. Kelley, Presldent Lincoln sent for him, and following his
custom In grave matters, he read to him a reprimand which he had
committed to paper in the following words:

“ Complaint is made to me that you are using your officlal power
to defeat Judge Kelley's renomination to Congress, | am well satisfled
with Judge Kelley as a Member of Congress, and I do not know that
the man who might ﬁumilﬂnt him would be satisfactory: but the cor-
rect principle, I tnink, is that all our friends should bhave absolute
freedom of choice ameng our friends. My wish, therefore, is that you
will do just as you think fit with your own suffrage in the case, and
not constraln any of your subordinates to do other than as he thinks
fit with his.”

Mr. LODGE. That relates to a party nomination,

Mr. KNOX. Alas, Mr, President, what a difference between
that spirit and the partisanship and secrecy of the present nd-
ministration. Of its partisanship Republieans are the peculiar
victims. Under its secrecy and its aversion to taking counsel
Democrats and Republicans in Congress, in office, and, with one
conspicnous exception, in private life appear equally to suffer.

But Executive methods so unique in Amerlean history, so aloof
in isolation from the people’s representatives, so absolutely pro-
hibitory of anything like counsel can never for one moment
abrogate the constitutional power and solemn duty of the Senate
to disentangle the mesh of words that cling, some as healthy
growth and some as dangerous fungl. upon the sturdy tree of
America's war aims, which are America’s peace terms, and from
which will germinate America’s after-war policies. A solemn
duty is before the Senate, :

I will merely touch some of the quite open questions upon
which the American people have never passed, but which we are
warned may quite possibly be treated by the Executive in con-
tradistinction to the senatorial branch of our treaty-making
power as adjuncts to our war alms to be attained by altruistie
negotiations. To be sure, all the ideas In guestion are so ex-
pressed as to make it difficult even to do so much, and it may
be that therein lies salvation here and in the practical good
sense of the American and allied nations. For example, are we,
a naval power with a proud history, and whose greatest ally
is the greatest sea power, to be committed in advance to sweep-
ing changes in the well-established international law of the sea,
which we did so much to fashion, while the land is conveniently
left as a battle field for the military nations? Are we to be
committed in advance to deny ourselves the right to make mu-
tually beneficial understandings with the other English-speaking
peoples, or with France or Italy, or with South American coun-
tries, or with Japan, or with any other power? Are we to be
committed in advance to forego the tariff protection of our
labor and our national prosperity and the vindication of our own
treatment by other nations by means of reciprocal arrangements
we may find it desirable to make?

It was always trne and was early recognized by all that the
object of this war was and is the permanent removal of the Ger-
man menace. In the formula * restitution. reparation, and
guaranties,” the word guaranty is not to mean written guar-
anties, such as we have seen treated as scraps of paper in the
cases of Belgium’s neutrality, of accepted international law, of
Hague conventions, of the rules of civilized warfare on land and
seas. We shall have the guaranties we seek only whén we
know as a fact, irrespective of the solemmities of diplomatie
promises, that the German menace is at an end once for all
Even * restitution and reparation”; even the return of Alsace-
Lorraine to France; even just frontiers for Italy and Roumania
and the rescue and restoration of Russia and independence for
Jugo-Slavs, Ozecho-Slovaks, and Poles, and for the nationalities
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oppressed by Turkey ; even the liberation of Africans and others
from German colonial oppression—all these matters—however
absolute their intrinsic importance—for the prime purpose of
the war, which is, I say again, for our guaranty against the
German menace—are of chief interest because they subserve that
guaranty. Viewed in any other light they are matters of post-
bellum reconstruetion, ;

We shall have our guaranty against the German menace
when we know that Germany, whether as autocratic monarchy,
as republie, or as demoecratic monarchy, can not again menace
us. On this we shall require the word of Foch, of Haig, of Diaz,
and of Pershing, for wars are won by bullets and blood, not by
ink and elogquence,

We shall require also evidence that the German grip upon
Russia, the Balkans, and Turkey has been loosed. We must
never allow to be obscured the prime purpose of the war. From
that purpose flows as a corollary the purpose to strive to make
the menace of unjust war from any quarter as improbable as
we can. From that, again, and from the chivalrous spirit of
ihe entente allies flows the demand for restitution and repara-
tion and for all the complicated territorial and racial read-
justments, to some of which I have referred. So flows, too, the
aspiration for some salutary leagne of nations.

As to the “league of nations” question, I will add a few
words, The phrase is heard much of late. Some envisage it as
a Eutopian world state. Others, less visionary, think of it as a
league to enforce peace. In its most extreme form any league
of nations will, I believe, have to be relegated to a future quite
beyond the purview of the ending of this war or of the recon-
struction of peace immediately after this war. There will be
no room for a task of such problematical possibility in either of
the phases of negotiation that now confront us.

We can aspire, with hope of success, to somewhat higher
ideals than it would have been practicable to pursue to earth in
the past. National traditions and institutions must yield some-
‘thing to the emancipating forces of progress. Instantaneous
world communieation has bound nations tegether in a single
body for many purposes and has enabled them, sharing a com-
mon knowledge, animated by a common conscience, to take com-
moun and contemporaneous action while the need is yet fresh.
It is this fact rather than broader and more enlightened views
that furnishes the reason for the progress and effectiveness of
international cooperation in recent as compared with earlier
times. One can readily -understand the force and effect of a
concurrent expression of international opinion made while the
.subject upon which it operates is a fresh and burning one as
compared with the disconnected and ineffective expression of
the sume opinion when made at different times after the facts
upon which it rests. The peace that follows this war must rest
upon a recognition of this interdependence of nations. It must
satisfy the international conscience and revivify the sanctions
for the rules of international conduct.

The world is in no frame of mind to forget how perfidiously
Germany has violated the great compacts of international co-
operation for the mitigation of human suffering which ex-
pressed the sense of the interdependence of nations and the
sodality of human interest. But this sodality will not be best
subserved if concurrence upon too many and too Utopian pro-
posals and too great abnegation and too difficult obligations are
made the sine qua non of its preservation.

The league of nations that now challenges our solicitude is the
league of nations of which we are now a member—the glorious
present alliance of the many powers with whom we are now
fighting as a league to enforce and to maintain peace from dis-
turbance by the German menace. If we should allow that
league to fall apart or to be pried apart by German machina-
tions, who can say when this world will ever again be so near
to having a general league to enforce peace as it is to-day?
Only a dire menace from without has given this league such
solidarity. The centripetal force of a common danger has
created the league we have, the entente alliance. Remove the
common danger and the centrifugal forces of national indi-
vidualism, if unrestrained by a firm understanding, will at once
come into play. Out of the present alliance to-day, and quite
irrespective of any discussions with the enemy, it would seem
possible to perpetuate the league we have, already embracing
the majority of the population of the globe, as a league for one
gingle purpose of enforcing peace. The function of such a
league, I take it, would be to examine any controversy that
threatened war and then to throw its weight to the side of such
controversy where justice and equity lay, and also to suppress
with its overwhelming power any war that might break out and
to indicate the just solution of the contention. Such a league,
tike any league, will demand some encroachment upon the con-
ception of complete and independent sovereignty. The simpler

the league, the less of such encroachment it demands, the fewer
the subjects it attempts to touch, the more likely it is to prove
practieable and permanent.

One must be visionary indeed to suppose that the heterogeneous
peoples of the earth could so completely overcome human nature
as to combine now in the real internationalism of a world State
or even in a league involving a great catalogue of unnatural
self-restraints; Such conceptions to-day touch rather the postu-
lates of religion than the facts of statesmanship.

If internationalism can go far enough to minimize the pos-
sibility of wars and to enforce approximate equity and justice
amongst the peoples of the earth, it will have done much. In-

deed there is only one other general subject that seems to me,

already ripe perhaps for international action by a league of the
kind I am discussing. The welfare of a people should be the
first concern of government. A league might take such action
as would prevent international competition from obstructing
that function of government. It might do so by covenants as to
hours and conditions of labor, for example.

Let me return for a moment to the two tasks that confront
us. The first is the task of ending the war by the sure achieve-
ment of its prime aim—the permanent removal of the German
menace. The second is the task of weeding out from the mass
of proposed corollary aims and subsidiary purposes those things
which are safe and wise, those things which the American people
and their allies will approve, and which the Senate could ap-
prove,

Here, too, when one considers the number of nations con-
cerned and the multiplicity of the subjects presented and of the
interests involved, it recuires no clairvoyance to foresee the
dangerous chaos that will arise if we and our allies are to drift
into an ultimate peace conference with a nebulous program,
with agreement “in principle” where we should have precise
understanding. Here, too, we can readily see, the simplification
of the program will be vital to the preservation of that indis-
pensable solidarity which alone is bringing victory to America
and her allies.

Simeon B, Baldwin, the learned jurist and one-time governor
of Connecticut, made last summer the following observations
upon methods of dealing with the two questions of ending the
war and of building for the future which now hang over us in
mixed and complex form, surcharged with problems of vast
variety:

It may be assumed that there will ultimately be either a peace con-
gresg to close the present war, composed of representatives of the lead-
ing belligerents on each side, and probably of all the belligerents, or two
pence congresses for that purpose, one composed of all the mations
&:;!(igl;]g;e ni wla.ar :v[th Germany and her allies and one representing

The office of a peace con is to make ?enee. Whatever more it
might effect in defining or improving the public law of the world, or
creating new facilities for ﬂcﬂnimi or fmproving it, could probably be

better effected by a congress called specially for that purpose, and
Eorgceedlng with the delibecation necessarily to be expected from such a

l{-ls also truc that a peace congress, after bringing a war to a close,
can adjourn for a considerable period, to be reconvened as a congress
for the settlement of general principles of international conduet. It
may be doubted, however, whether a congress of the latter kind, even
with large changes in its membership, could ever approach the subject
with the freedom from influences occasioned by the war and the juoristic
sense and power that mlﬁ_ht be expected from a body newly and specially
constituted for its considaration,

The excessive intermingling of the problem of a victorious
ending of the war with a great variety of projects of world re-
construection renders our task, as I have said, most difficult. As
a coordinate branch of this Government it is our duty, I be-
lieve, to make clear the Senate’s sense of the immediate neces-
sity of clarification and simplification of any program that
enters into the ending of the war or the building of the future
and the Senate's sense of the instant necessity of full counsel
and accord upon all such programs between the Governiment
of the United States and the Governments of our allies.

And there is n necessity that underlies these urgent needs.
That is a clarification for the Senate itself of the policies to
which it may later he called upon to consider giving its sanc-
tion. In this matter we are guardians of the Nation's mandate,
and we can not default.

Some days ago there was made on this floor the preposterous
suggestion that the Senate ratify in advanece whatever might be
the will of the Chief Executive. A few days ago the country
was astounded and shocked to find that Chief Executive calling
for the election of Democratic Senators and Representatives
precisely in order that his individual authority should be un-
trammeled by couusel, I pass by the unjust, not to say out-
rageous, implications of that unique document of partisan poli-
ties. That the two proposals should associate themselves in
one’s mind is, T regret to say, due fo the proneness of some
Senators and Representatives to make themselves mere regis-
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trars of the will of the Chief Executive instead of independent
deliberators upon the country's problems,

Ex-President Taft has said this of the situation in which we
find ourselves:

The unified leadership he (the President) asks Is autocratic power in
fields in which the Comstitution and prineiples of demom% nire
that he should consult other representatives of the le im-
gelf. In pursuit of hls policies he ccnsults neither his own party nor
any other. He wishes a Democratic Senate, not because he would seek
the assistance of Democratic Senators in the foreign policy concerning
which by the fundamental law they are to advise and consent, but be-
eauee he ean mold them absclutely to his will without consulting them.
He has visited his displeasure on every Democratic Member of either
House who has differed with him and called upon that Member's con-
stitoency to reject him.

Is It necessary for the country's welfare that he should be absolutely
ruler of this Natlen for the two years ensuilng from March 4 next?
That is the premise n which the soundness of his appeal, in its
ultimate analysis, must rest. Do we need during the life of the next
Congress a dictator? One who knows the facts of this war and our
part in it and who loves liberty and popular government must answer
“no.” The war {2 nearly won. It may take a year longer. We hope it
will be less. The comz ex guestions of the terms of peace are to be
gettled in the term of the Congress now 1o be elected.

The still more difficult questions of recomstruction after the war are
to be met by that Congress. Do the American people by their action
in the mnext election wish to make both the terms of peace and the
reconstruction after the war depend on the uncontrolled will of Wood-
row Wilgon? That is the issue which he puts to them in his appeal,
“ Unless you give me uncontrolled power you repudlate me and my
leadership before the world.” Aut Cesar aut nullus.

When there is talk of the abdication of the Kalser it Is a
peculiar moment to propose that the American people should
abdicate their right to have opinions or that the Senate and the
House should abdieate their sworn and independent duties.

I ask Senators whether it is the will of the American people
or the will of Woodrow Wilson that Is to determine the policy
of the United States in the two matters of ending this war and
of founding a future peace? I ask them whether they propose
to subject the vital interests of the American people to their
own independent judgment or whether they are content, before
their conscience and their country, to be the mere registrars of
the will of one man? This is the issue before us.

The abdieation of their constitutional duty of independent
Jjudgment by the Senate or by the House spells autocracy. No
more; no less, If Democratic Members are for such abdica-
tion, if they are reluctant to join their Republican colleagues
in nonpartisan, independent scrutiny of proposed policieg, in
insistence upon information and upon rightful share, on behalf
of the people, in the determination of the courses of the Ameri-
can Government at this most grave and difficult time, then truly
the coming elections have for the American people a transcend-
ent importance. 1

During the period from 1914 until to-day, Senators will
remember, the President has expressed, and always with the same
solemn emphasis, the greatest possible varlety of ideas and atti-
tudes upon the nature of the war, upon America’s relation to
the war, and, what Is now most in point, upon the terms upon
which America is willing to live at peace with Germany and
the world. I need not weary you with recital of how the winds
of administration opinion have veered all around the compass
from exaggerated neutrality even of thought; through a pride
too greaf to be provoked to fight; through readiness, after the
Lusitania, to compromise the U-boat barbarity as a breach of
world law in return for a half-hearted promise to try to spare
our ships; through the idea of peace without victory, and so
forth and so “forth, the long way around to * force without
stint.” This strange evolution, too, has not connoted the reveal-
ing of fundamental facts that need ever have been hidden from
the clear eye of wise statesmanship. I ask, then, this question:
With what reason can the Senate, can the American people,
be asked to assume for the latest ideas scattered through the
address of January 8, 1918, and all the later addresses, an
immutable wisdom evidently lacking in the earlier ones? Yet
these latest ideas, still in indefinite form, have actually been
officially referred to, some as terms, others as principles, of set-
tlement. Be they wise and safe or be they foolish and dan-
gerous, that is not the question. The question is, Shall the
conditions upon which the Senate and the American people
believe they can safely live at peace with Germany and with the
world—shall these conditions be decided by the fiat of one
man, or shall they be tested by the unbiased, sober judgment
of the Nation's representatives whose duty it will be to accept
or reject, by a two-thirds vote, whatever terms may be finally
presented to end war and to establish lasting peace?

Are the American people a free people of high spirit and of
an intellectual ability and energy equal to the obligation of
democracy, the obligation to form and to assert, through their
chosen representatives, their judgment upon the policies of
their country? Or are we merely a complacent people, intel-
lectually indolent, lazily acquiescent, looking for masters and

not for leaders? Which is the true American? Which type Is
7tqh.e ISel;ute to reflect in its action and thought on behalf of the
Nation

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr, President, I am glad that the Sena-
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kxox] has brought this matter be-
fore the Senate and before the country at this time as he has,
because it affords an opportunity to state the facts of the case
in such a way as it seems to me will go far to relieve the fears
and the objections to which the Senator from Pennsylvania
gives voice.

Condensed, the anxiety of the Senator from Pennsylvania
seems to be that the President of the United States will take
into his own hands the decision of the settlement of this war.
It seems to me the course of recent history indicates that the
President bhas pursued the natural anid the logical course which
he is called upon to pursue, and that he occupies at this time
an impregnable position.

As long ago as the 8th of January the President of the United
States asked the two Houses of Congress to meet him in joint
session. He came before that joint session at that time and
delivered a message in which he boiled down into 14 proposi-
tions what he deemed to be the minimum essentials of peace
terms which the United States should insist upon. Now, cer-
tainly that act of laying his views before the Congress did not
have any relation to an attempt, in secret and personally, to
settle the war alone. He took the Congress info his confidence,
practically seeking its cooperation.

Mr. President, what was done with that message of the Presi-
dent? Ordinarily messages of the President recommending poli-
cies, or stating his attitude upon policies, are referred to the
committee or committees having jurisdietion of the matter; and
then is the time for anyone having opposition to those views, or
propoging to question that they embody the attitude of the
country, to come forward and state his case.

Was opposition raised? Was any effort made to refer this .
great message to one or more committees? Did anyone stand
here upon the floor of the Senate to question the American
prineiples of peace lald down in the President’s message? No,
Mr. President. On the other hand, almost as with one voice,
Senators and Representatives, Republicans and Democrats, here
and throughout the country, newspapers of both parties and all
parties, ncclaimed that declaration of the American terms of
peace as a correct staftement of the attitude of the United
States.

I shall not refer to many of these statements, but I want to
refer to a few statements of Republican Senators and Repre-
sentatives. DBefore I do that, however, I want to refer to the
present partisan effort on the part of the Republican Party and
its responsible leaders to make political campaign issne out of
article 8 of the President’s declaration of terms of peace. As
I said, no opposition was raised at the time; but in the exigency
of this political eampaign, and for the purpose of furthering an
attempt to secure control of the Senate and the House of Repre-
sentatives, the Republican organization has gone to work not
merely to exploit this article 8 of the terms of peace, but to
misrepresent its purpose and its purport.

I want to read to the Senate now an extract from a document
sent out by the national Republican congressional committee
under date of October 21: -

WasH1NGTON, D, C., October 20,

The Democratic Party is committed to a free-trade policy.

In the 14 terms in President Wilgon’s peace program, gtated to Cone
gress January 8, the third clause reads:

“ The removal, as far as possible, of all economic barriers and the
establishment of an equallty of trade conditions among all the nations
conun'll:i.ng to the peace and associating themselves for its mainte-
nance.

Now I come again to what the national Republican congres-
sional committee says:

This Is a positive declaration thet the treaty of ee must guarantee
to Germany free trade with the United Btates, without any tariff safe-
guards whatever to protect the American laborer, manufacturer, farmer,
and business man from foreign competition in his home markets.

Under such a policy Germany will buy raw materials in the United
States, manufacture t{ese materials in Germany, and sell the manufaec-
tured products in American markets in competition with similar prod-
uets “made in America”™ by American manufacturers, without the
glightest tariff restrictions for the protection of American labor, busi-
ness, and farming.

Mr. President, that was a misrepresentation of article 8.
That was an attempt to make political capital by the false state-
ment that the President was endeavoring to put into a freaty
a permanent commitment of the United States for free trade,
I have no doubt that it was a misrepresentation.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an
inquiry on that point?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes.
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Mr. PEXROSE. I want te say to the Senator that I have
made no public comment upon that paragraph of the President’s
message; but my own conclusion, as I understand the English
language, was that the President did mean a free-trade propa-
ganda. I may be unusually dumb in reading the presidential
messages; I do not know.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, that may be the Senator’'s con-
clusion now, but he certainly did not come forward and say so
at the time. He did not stand upon the floor of the Senate and
condemn this specification of peace terms on the ground that
it meant free trade; and, on the other hand, a number of his
associates publicly indorsed the President’'s message.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I want to state to the Sena-
tor on that point that I was restrained by some of my col-
leagues from criticizing that part of the message. I mentioned

it to some of them sitting in the vicinity here, and they sug-

gested that it would come with greater propriety at a later
date. We certainly can not be expected to criticize every day
the presidential utterances, or we would do nothing else. I do
not want the Senator to think that silence means acquiescence
by any means.

Mr, HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, it was not altogether a
matter of silence. In the Washington paper next day former
Speaker Caxxox said:

The President is always strong in his addresses. I wish this one
conld be read to every man, woman, and child and thoroughly ex-
plained in Germany and Austria. 5

And Representative Fess, who has now come forward and
signed a bitter partisan appeal to the American people, based
largely upon this misrepresentation of article 3, in that same
paper used this language: =

I am wonderfully pleased with the message. It contains no cheap
diplomacy. It is very nrmjf stated, leaving nc doubt that Germany
must be defeated as a conditlon of peace. It reassures the country
that the loss of life and treasure thus far will not be wasted by an
Inconclusive peace which if made at this stage wounld be deferring the
time when this Nation would be called upon to make a test with Ger-
many. We are in a better position now to make that test than we
will be in the future,

And Representative Gitrerr, leader of the Republican
minority on the floor of the House of Representatives, said:

I am in hearty accord with the President’'s address unless he meant
universal free trade by his allusion of economic freedom, and I do not
believe that could have been his Intention.

And yet Representative Giiierr is also a signer of this
partisan appeal, which proposes to deprive the President of a
supporting majority in Coungress.

The senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobpge] was
quoted thus briefly and effectively:

It is a very able message, presenting a concrete proposition.

So it was not altogether the negative action of Senators like
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENrosE] who restrained
themselves for a more “ propitious” occasion—when a cam-
paign might be on, for instance—but it was the affirmative
statement of Republican leaders at that time which gave the
impression and justified the conclusion that the people of the
United States of all parties were behind the President in his
address of January 8; and not until this campalign comes on, in
an effort to secure control of the Congress, does it develop that
there is eriticism.

But, Mr. President, I am not going to leave this matter of
the meaning of article 3 in any doubt.

Mr. LODGE. DMr. President, before the Senator leaves this
subject, may I ask him a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Massachusetts?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Certainly.

Mr. LODGE. The other day the President wrote a note to
Austria with which I was in very full sympathy, in which he
gaid, referring to one of the 14 points, that times had changed
since that was written; that we had recognized the Czecho-
Slovaks, and so forth; and he was quite right. Times have
changed. Is the President the only person to whom times have
changed? Is he alone to have the right to change his mind?
He exercises it freely. \

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I suppose the Senator from Massachu-
selts means that when this declaration of the position of the
United States was made, the Republicans indorsed it then, while
now for some reason they are raising a question about it,

Mr. LODGE. I never indorsed it, Mr. President. I said it
was an able message. It was. I took pains the other day,
when I was speaking, to say that with some of the 14 points
I agreed. I do agree with some of them. I agree with the one
about Poland. It is definite. I disagreed from the beginning
utterly with the one about Turkey, which proposes as the thing
that we should make secure the soverelgnty of Turkey over the

Ottoman Turks. I do not think we went to war to make any
part of Turkish sovereignty secure.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I trust the Senafor will not divert me
from the question at issue.

Mr. LODGE. No; I will not
pardon.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. We have here a very plain proposition.
I am willing to be interrupted for any question, but I want to
stick to the issue. The issue is the proposition I have made,
that the President of the United States, in fulfilling his highest
duty, nine months ago came to the Congress of the United States
and proposed terms of peace which should represent the mini-
mum demands of the United States—not the demands of other
countries, but our demands. That proposition was accepted
with practical unanimity by House and Senate, by the country,
by newspapers, and by individuals; and now, at this late day,
in the midst of a campaign, an effort is made—for partisan
purposes, I believe—to misrepresent and distort article 3, which
relates to trade conditions.

Mr. President, I felt that this attempt to misrepresent that
article should receive some attention from the President of the
United States; and about a week ago I addressed a letter to
him, asking if he did not think it might be wise for him to pay -
some attention to those misrepresentations.

While I had not originally intended to do so, I am now going
5’15 read into the REcorp the reply which the President sent me at

t time:

divert the Senator. I beg his

Tae WHITE HOUSE,
Washington, 22 October, 1973,

My Dear Sexaronr: In reply to your ietter of October 21st, let me
say that it seems to me really not worth while to answer the Republican
attacks on article 3 of the peace terms I sug:feaned in my address of
January 8th. The words I used are perfectly clear to any honest mind.
They leave every nation free to determine its own economic ey,
except in the one particular that its policy must be the same for all
other nations and not be compounded hostile dis tions between
one nation and another, such weapons of discrimination being left to
the joint action of the nations for the purpose of disciplin ose who
will not submit to the ge_naral rogram of justice and equal nt‘f

It would be impossible to follow up all the perversions and misrepre-
sentations that some of the Republicans are now indulging in, and my
own ju ent is that we can safely leave the matter to the good sense
of our fellow countrymen who can read English,

Sincerely, yours,

Hon. G. M. HITCHCOCEK,

United States Senatle.

Mr. EELLOGG. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield.

Mr, KELLOGG. After having read the letter, will the Sena-
tor please tell us what the economie barriers are which should
be removed?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I prefer not to go any further in placing
an interpretation on that language than the President has gone,
We are not here for a refinement of terms.

This is the fact, Mr. President, that the President lald the
matter before the country nine months ago as to what he be-
lieved the terms of peace should be. The terms were accepted
by this country and the President has felt justified and has been
justified in assuming that they represented the will of the coun-
try. He has gone forward.

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask in perfect good falth. I want to
know what those economice barriers are, and If it is so per-
fectly plaln from the letter I think the Senator might in-
form us.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am sure the Scnator is as eapable of
placing an interpretation on it as I am, and I only omit to do
so because I want to speak to the point and yield to my friend,
Senator Prrracan, who kindly gave me the floor.

The President must have the initiative in any negotiations,
whether they are with our enemy, Germany, or with our allies
engaged in this war, Great Britain, France, Italy, and other
countries, He must have the initiative. It belongs to him.
Knowing that he has the initiative he told us nine months ago
what he proposed to stand for; and he has steood for it con-
sistently with such modifications since that time as the events
of the war called for.

Senators need not assume that the President is going to
secretly negotiate a treaty and force it through the Senate.
Senators know very well that a treaty before it can go into
effect must have the approval of two-thirds of the Senate. It
must not only have the approval of all the Democrats who
might sympathize with the President, but it must also have the
approval of enough Republicans to make the two-thirds majority
required by the Constitution. That is not all. The President
has got to have, must have, the full approval of our assoclates
‘in this war., Then why assume and assert that he is attempting

Woopnow WILSON,
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as an aufocrat to dictate terms of peace? He is merely carry-
Ing out what he believes to be the will of the American people
and is standing for the ideas the country accepted with ap-
proval nine months ago.

Mr. President, before I sit down I may say that the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. SiMyoxs], not having any knowl-
edge of my action, a week later addressed a letter to the Presi-
dent of the United States, ecalling his attention to the same
political assault being made upon article 3. If the Senate
will permit, I will insert it in the Recorp without taking the
time to read it, or would the Senator prefer that I should
read it?

Mr. SIMMONS. Let the Senator read it.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will read it. The letter from Senator
Snuaaons can be inserted in the Recorp without reading.

The letter referred to is as follows:

UNITED STATES SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON FINANCE,
October 26, 1918,
To the PRESIDENT,
White Houge.

Dear Me. PRESIDENT: Certain Republican leaders are attempting to
make a partisan nse of paragraph 3 of your peace terms found In your
address to Congress January 8, 1018, No one has aunthority to reply
to a misconstruction of amg1 part of your address excepting yours&:
but I, as chairman of the Finance Committee of the Senate, wish you
would make a reply to these statemenis and insinuations which are be-
ing industriously circulated by the opposition to embarrass you in the
hnndllnﬁ of these delicate matters.

ncerely, yours, F. M. Srumaoxs.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The reply of the President is as fol-
lows, It is dated the 28th of October:

Tue Wmirre Housg,
\ Washington, October 28, 1918,
Hon., F. M. SmuMoxs,
United States Senate.

Dear SENATOR: I am glad to respond to the guestion addressed to me
by your letter of October 26. The words I used in my address to the
Congress of January 8, 1918, were :

*The removal, so far as possible, of all economle barriers and the
establishment of an equaity of trade conditions among all the nations
consenting to the peace and associating themselves for its maintenance.”

1, of course, meant to suggest no restriction upon the free determina-
tion by any pation of its own economic policy, but only that, whatever
tarilf any nation might deem necessa for its own economiec service,
be that tariff high or low, it should apply equally to all foreign nations ;
in other words, that there should be no discriminations against some
nations that did not apply to others. This leaves every nation free to
determine for itself its own internal policles, and limits only its right
to compound those policies of hostile diseriminations between one nation
and another. Weapons of economie diseipline and punishment should
be left to the joint action of all nations for the purpose of punishing
those who will not submit to a general program of justice and equality.

The experiences of the past among nations have taught us that the
attempt by one nation to punish anotber by exclusive and diseriminatory
trade agreements has been a prolific breeder of that kind of antogonism
which oftentimes results in war, and that if a %ermanent ‘pence is to be
established among nations every obstacle that has stood in the way of
international friendship should cast aside. It was with that funda-
mental purpose in mind that I announced this principle in my address
of January 8. To pervert this great principle for partisan purposes
and to ect the bogey free trade, which is not involved at all, is to
attempt to divert the mind of the Nation from the broad and humane
principle of a durable peace by introduclng an internal question of quite
another kind. American business has in the past been unaffected by a
policy of the kind suggested, and it has nothing to fear now from a
policy of simple international justice. It is, Indeed, lamentable that
the momentous issues of this solemn hour should be seized upon in an
effort to bend them to partisan service. To the initiated and discern-
ing, the motive is transparent and the attempt fails.

Sincerely, yours,
Wooprow WILSON.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President—— -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Connecticut?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 1 yield.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. As the Senator from Nebraska under-
stands that letter, would it not prevent any discrimination by
the United States against goods produced in Germany?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It would; it has that effect. It leaves
that to the league composed of nations with which we are asso-
clated now in war and with which we will be associated in the
Jeague of nations to maintain peace.

Mr, BRANDEGEE. The Senator is saying these 14 points
constitute the conditions precedent upon which any peace may
beé made and they are the minimum to be demanded by the
United States. If those 14 points, including this one, as ex-
plained by the President and agreed to by the other nations, pre-
vent either us or the other nations from ever diseriminating
by a tariff against any goods produced in Germany, T simply
want to get it in the Recorp that that is the Senator’s under-
standing of the President’s paragraph 3.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The President maintains that such dis-
crimination is an International matter involving the peace of
the world and should be left to the league of nations.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Of course it is an international matter,

and inasmuch as it is an international maiter and the Senate.

will be called upon to confirm the treaty by which the war is
settled, it becomes pertinent that the Senate should understand
what is meant by these various theories on these various peints.

Mr. PENROSE. Do I understand the Senator from Nebraska
to say that the determination of an American tariff is an inter-
national matter?

Mr, HITCHCOCK. No, sir; not at all; quite the opposite.
An American tariff is a matter for the American Congress.

Mr, PENROSE. So, regardless of any other nation on the
face of the earth-

Mr. HITCHCOCK. But the use of the tariff as a hostile
war measure is a matter for the league of nations.

Mr. PENROSE. Then I understand that the league of na-
tions is to have some kind of a right to pass upon whether an
American tariff is equitable to all nations or not.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Not at all

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator from Nebraska is just as ob-
scure to my mind as the President of the United States as to
the meaning of article No. 8.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am very glad to be in that company. If
I am no more obscure I am very fortunate. y

Mr, PENROSE. What does the Senator mean?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I have stated my meaning, and I am
willing to leave it at that. I merely rose because I thought the
time had come when it should be frankly stated here definitely,
and the matter called to the attention of the country, that
Congress received from the President, as it received nine months
ago, a definite statement of his idea of war terms and that Con-
gress as well as the whole country practically accepted those
war terms. Not only that, but later when Austria asked of
the United States what terms of peace she could have, the Presi-
dent replied, “You know already what the terms of peace are”;
and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr, Lobee], and other
Republican Senators, acclaimed the response as happy and ade-
quate to the sitnation. They evidently knew and approved the
American terms of peace,

Mr. PENROSE. I asked the question of the Senator in entire
good faith. Will the Senator enlighten me as to this final
point, and then I am done? Under the President's economic
theory when peace among the nations of the world is declared,
would the United States have a right to make a more favorable’
economic agreement with the allies than with Germany?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am going to state it in my own words
and not in the language of the Senator from Pennsylvania.
The United States would have the right to make any tariff it
pleased against the whole world, but if the treaty is made and
includes the terms outlined January 8, and Great Britain
and France and Italy and our associates agree to it, it would
be then improper for the United States to adopt a tariff dis-
criminating between nations. Such a tariff if hostile toward
any nation would be practically commercial war against that
nation. That the President opposes.

Mr. PENROSE. Including Germany?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Any nation.

Mr. PENROSE. Then German goods must be left to come in
under the presidential theories on the same equality the allies
would have.

Mr, HITCHCOCK. That does not follow.

Mr. PENROSE. It comes very near following.
smoked the Senator out.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. What follows is that if a league of na-
tions is formed, and if the United States agrees to its forma-
tion and Great Britain agrees to its formation and France agrees
fo its formation and the other nations agree to its formation,
the league of nations will take jurisdiction over the question
of hostile tariffs or trade barriers to discipline a nation where
it is engaged in something contrary to the peace of the world.

Mr. PITTMAN obtained the floor.

Mr, PENROSE. Mr. President, I just want to make a brief
statement. Then the Senator may want to speak at length,
It will take me only a minufe.

Mr. PITTMAN. I will yield to the Senator.

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator from Nebraska has made refer-
ence to this solemn hour, and it is a correct statement of facts,
but partakes a little of cant in view of the following telegram
I have been asked to read to the Senate. I will ask the Secre-
tary to read it.

The Secretary read as follows:

I am gind I

RExo0, NEV., October 2}, 1918,
Hon. Doies PEXROSE,
United States Senate, Washington:

The Postmaster General's office is sending out to every postmaster in
Nevada the following personal letter:

“My Dear Mn. , Postmaster: T know the Postmaster Gen-
eral feels a deep interest in the senatorial race in your State. He has
come to know nator HENDERSON Tﬂw well gince his service in the
Senate and esteems him highly. Will you drop me a line as to the out-
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look for the Senator at your vo
zem'q I was the private secretary o
4 in the department. Inclosed
reply. Thanking yon in advance for your attention to

am,

g box? As youn may know, for 17

the Postmasber and am still with
please find slnmpeﬁ enwlape for your
to this reguest,

" “ Yours, truly, Ruskiy MCARDLE.”

I suggest that you give (his damnable outrage fullest publicity.
Harry J. HUMPHREYS,
State Chairman Roepublican State Central Commibice.

young Democrat whe writes this letter was covered into the
civil service by presidential order, a faverite method, and his

biography is to be found in an available pnblication issued by
I desire to have inserted in the REcemp as |
a part of my remarks—it is not necessary to read it—the civil- |
service rules and regulations concerning the activity of persans1

the Government.

within the classified service in connectien with elections.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the matter |

will be inserted in the REecorp.
and it is so ordered.
The matter referred to is as follows :
IV.—PoraTican Coxpror.
SECTION 162—POSTAL LAWS AND HEGULATIONS.

The Chair hears no objection,

m— infinence for the purpose of interfering
- m!l'ersons who by the provisions of these mh.s
in the mmpetltive classified service, while retaining the right to vote

righ
they please and to ress privately their opinions on all political Buh-

m

ects, shall take no active part in political management or polttiea.ll

Officers and employees of the Tost Office Departme
Bervice are not grecluded from exercising their litieal
shall not use their official positions to contro
movements,

Mr. PITTMAN, Mr, President, on October 10 I announced

on this floor that the issue in the present eampaign is between

nt and
rl‘rﬂeges

the policies and principles pronounced by Woodrow Wilson for |
a lasting world's peace and for reconstruction after the war

and the policies and principles of the leaders of the Republican
Party as they appear from their statements in this body and
in the public forum. If there was any doubt with regard to the
politieal issue that was being made by the Republican leaders,
that doubt has disappeared to-day. The Republican leaders are
seeking an issue for the sole purpose of attempting to establish
themselves in power in the Senate and in the House of Repre-
sentatives, not for the purpose of aiding in carrying out this war,
because they <o not condeman the conduct of the war. They
dare not attempt to condemn the conduct of the war.

Never in all history have preparations been made so expedi-
tlously and a war carried out with such wviger, ability, and
grandeur as the war of America and its allies against Germany
has been carried out. And yet, unless the Republican Party
-has an issue it has got to stand by and see the people continue
in power an administration that has carried on this war success-
fully and has laid dewn a peace program that will be earried
out if the Democratic majority is maintained in the Senate and
House of Representatives.

They raise their hands in holy horror heeause, they -charge,
the President was insincere on January 8 at the time he -de-
livered his message to Congress when he said politics was
adjourned. The President has given no evidence of insincerity,
and they have not been able fo place their finger on a spot save
and except his message to the American people delivered a few
days ago. They know that that message was not delivered to
the Ameriean people until Republican lenders and the Republi-
ean Party and the Republican campaign managers had been in
pelities for months in violation of the armistice that he tried to
establish on January 8.

The Hepublican Party charges the President with violating
2 proposition he made that politics be adjourned, and yet as far
baeck as February 14, 1918, a telegram of Will H. Hays, whe had
ithen been elected chairman of the Republican natienal eom-
mittee, was quoted as follows in the public press:

1 accept the chalrmnshlﬂ with a full knowledge of the Tes
bility—responsibility multiplied many times by reason of a mational
situation and the reconstruction that is to co

Everyone knows ‘hat there will be olitica,i activity. e Demo-
eratie has busy !or months. Thls political ne'uvity should
be open and accepted and of o character and.on a plane that needs no
subterfnge.

And again later, on February 26, 1918, the Republican con-
gressional committee gave a reception at the Willard Hotel,
in Washingion, at which they entertained Mr. Hays. All fac-
tions, both Republican and Progressive Parties, attended the
gathering, In the New York Times of February 20 it was
stated that Mr. Hays had called upon Mr. Roosevelt and ex-
Justice Charles E. Hughes and had talked over the political
situation avith them. Ex-President Taft wired him congratula-
tions, and Mr. Hays was to talk on February 27 with Senator
Jorrxsow of California and Representative Mepirrn McCoRarick,

My, PENROSE. Now, Mr. President, I am through. This | ey his reason for S0 Go1ng. o are i one to-d

No t‘persmn in the executive civil service shall use his official anthority |
with an election or affecting

ch.-ctiuns or pellticnl'

of -Illinois, represeniing the Progressive wing.
quoted as seying:

The country meeds to-day, as 1t never needed before, a
tant Hepublican Party. Ewvery man who ever voted the Republi
ticket, and most ev ot!mr Isinterested J.ndiridua.l knows that this

and what l:rglneedstts e{!ufyofeverymnnto
glve, resm:dluss of person.nl fluence, anger, pique, greed, or ambi-
tion. * I de not care how a man voted E\ 1912. 1914. and 191G,
, for we have work
10 do for the good of the country, and it takes us al "to do it.

Again, you will find on March 2 that a luncheon was given
at 120 Broadway, New York, in honor of Mr, William R. Will-
cc;x{ the retiring chairman of the Republican national com-
mittee.

Mr. LENROOT, Will the Senator yield e me?

Mr. PITTMAN. I shall do so when I finish this sentence.
On that occasion there was again a meeting of Republicans and
again politieal speeches were made. Now I yield to the Sena-
tor from Wisconsin.

Mr. LENROOT. I merely wish fo correct the Senator in
his statement that it was January 8 that the President made

proposition. It was May 27, long after the occurrences
of \\hlch the Senator now speaks, that the President declared
that politics was adjourned.

Mr. PITTMAN. The Senator from Wisconsin is correct; but
the activities of Mr. Hays and the Republican leaders never
moderated. Subsequent to that time ex-President Roosevelt,
the szelf-announced eandidate of the Republican Party for the
Presidency, a man who no leading Republican dare deny will
be their candidate—not particularly because they want him, but
beeause he is the only man who has the temerity to make an
issuc ngainst the Dempcratic Party when there is no issue—
ex-President Reosevelt ever since the President proposed an
armistice has been engaging in polities thronghout the United
States at all times. Will H. Hays has been busy at all times
since the declaration was made by the President for an armis-
tice. Not enly that, but under the guise of a liberty-loan cam-
paign the admitted candidate of the Republican Party for the
Presidency for a third term spoke politics from one end of this
country to the other and apparently sought to speak in those
States where there were close contests for the United States
Senate.

If anyone doubts that the liberty-loan speeches which he made
were of a politieal character, I ask him to read them. They
have been printed. He stated in Montana, when he commenced
his speech making, that the liberty lean having already been
oversubseribed, he had nothing to say upon that subject; and
ihen he atiatked ibe proposal for a league of nations; then he
attacked the principle of a gradual reduction of the armaments
of nations. - Again, he nttered his militaristic principles through-
out Montana. Again, by every form of insinuation, of which
he is a master, he attempted to convinee the people of Montana
that the Gevernment was now in wishy-washy hands; and he
attempted to couvince them in all of his speeches there that
{here was but one hope of this Government, and that was in the
election of a Republican majority in the Senate and in the
House of Representatives. Yet you condemn the President of
the United States because he addresses the American people
with regard to these issnes that he considers more vital than
any that have ever affected our people since the days of the
Revolution.

What Demeerats have been speaking of polities throughout
the country? When did that occur? What Democrats were
speaking politics upon the floor of this bedy until the armistice
was violated by Senators on the other side of the Chamber? I
suppose that you on the other side feel that yon have the right,
through interviews, through public speeches, through speeches
in this body, to discredit the President of the United States;
yes, to go further—to attempt to destroy the great humane pro-
gram that he has for a lasting world peace; and you expect the
President to stand mute threugh false modesty while you obtain
the control of the Senate and the House of Representatives. You
do not know that the President of the United States can rise
above miserable, eontemptible purty polities; you ean not nunder-
stand that. You ¢an not understand why any President in the
hour of need, when the great prize that we must receive after
this war is about to come to us is being grasped out of his hands
for partisan purposes, should appeal directly to the people of
the country to cast those whe attempt that down into utter dark-
ness and support him :as they have supported him in the past.

There is no doubt that some of you on the other side—there is
no doubt there are some of the Republican leaders through-
out the country—who sincerely differ frem the President of
the United States. There are some of them who can not under-
stand that humanity has any place in law; there are some of
them who can not dream of justice ever controlling and directing

Mr. Hays is

united mili-
can




11492

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

OcToBER 28,

nations as it directs individuals within nations; there are some
of them—and they are the leaders to-day of the Republican
Party—who believe that the only right, the only justice, is
force, force, force to the end. I am not attacking the sincerity
of those men, I pity them; I pity them as I would pity a mur-
derer who was guilty of murder by reason of a form of in-
sanity. I know some of the leaders on the other side whose
ice-bound souls could never understand what a world democracy
means. I know that there are Members on the other side to
whom the very name democracy is the cause of silent mirth.
Those men only differ from the Kaiser in that they are jealous
and resent the power of the Kaiser that they themselves would
exert with happiness and pleasure if it were in their power to
do so.

Oh, the President of the United States in his message has
stated that we must do justice not only to those to whom we want
to do justice, but to those to whom we do not desire to do jus-
tice. That is a principle of humanity ; that is a principle of Chris-
tianity ; and yet that principle arouses the anger, arouses the con-
tempt, of the leader of the Republican Party, arouses his ire to
such an extent that he publicly condemns it as silly, as foolish, as
mischievous. Yet the President of the United States under at-
tacks of this character is supposed by these leaders to sit silently
by and see not only a Nation but the world cast back hundreds
of years because, forsooth, he might personally be charged by
some one with an ulterior political purpose. Listen to this charge
and tell me if there are any Republicans on the other side who
indorse it. I know there are few who indorse it in their hearts;
I know they permit it to go out as an argument throughout this
country, and that they will utilize it for the pure, simple, unjus-
tifiable purpose of getting back here and nothing else. Listen to
this by the chairman of the Republican national committee, Mr.
Will H. Hays, speaking of the address of the President of the
United States to the people of the United States. What does he
say?

A more ungracious, more unjust, more wanton, more mendacious ac-
cusation was never made by the most reckless stump orator, much less
by a President of the United States, for partisan purposes.

The chairman of the Republican national committee charges
the President of the United States with making a mendacious
statement. I do not know whether Mr. Hays believes that; I
do not know whether Mr. Hays made that as a serious expres-
gion of his party's viewpoint of the President of the United
States or whether it is due to an immaturity of mind; I do not
know whether that represents the character of the present
Republican Party or whether it represents the ignorance of the
present Republican Party; yet the leaders of the Republican
Party issue a statement in answer to the President’s message
to the people, and in that statement they insinuate that he has
violated his agreement of an armistice between the parties by
iha issuing of this statement. The leaders of the Republican
Party know that he stood to the utmost and to the last minute
the worst character of political attack that has ever been made
by any party before he found that it was his duty to come to
the front.

When was it that the leaders of the Republican Party were
opposed to doing justice to those they did not like as well as
to those they did like? When was it that the Republican Party
turned its back upon the effort of the world to reduce arma-
ments? When was it that the Republican Party was willing
to trample under foot the hope of all of the liberty-loving people
of the world that they might get together and in one great com-
bine rectify the wrongs of nations and perpefuate peace?
When was it that the attacks upon these great principles of the
President commenced? Not until it became necessary Lo make
an issue with the President. They now shamelessly take that
stand and attempt to defend it.

The Senator from Pennsylvania [AMr. Pexrose], lonz one of
the leaders of the Republican side and now a leader of the Ie-
publican side, has answered. He has answered that he did not
make objection to the President’s principles at an earlier date
because he wanted to await a more opportune time. Are not
these principles too sacred to the people of this country, are
they not too necessary to the people of the world, to be held as
a tool of petty politics? Would the Senator from Pennsylvania
concenl a mischievous, treacherous provision in these 14 articles
of the President for months and months, with the danger that
they might be enforced to the detriment of his own people, in
order that he might obtain a political advantage at the right
time? Ts that politics or is that patriotism?

Let us see. I want to read you in a few minutes what the
leader of your party says on this subject, but in the meantime
let me read the sentiment of the Republican Party; let me set
out the jssue that the Republican Party are making through
their leader in this campaign. You know what that issue is

as made by the Republican leaders, do you not? That the Presi-
dent of the United States is incompetent; that the President of
the United States is dealing with mischievous, trencherous prin-
ciples; that the President is about to do something that will be
virtnally a surrender of the United States to Germany. Those
are the statements, practically and substantially, of the Repub-
lican ex-President and candidate for a third time as President
of the United States, and the Republican Party have nof the
nerve to deny them. I will take that back and will say that the
leaders of the Republican Party, the officeholders of the Republi-
can Party, have not the nerve, have not the manhood, have not
the humanity and the patriotism to throw those words back in
the teeth of their perpetual candidate. If they would only find
out once and for all that whenever an office seeker becomes a
perpetual candidate, when he has an obsession for something for
himself, he ceases to be of value to the country or to anybody else,

Listen to this; listen to what your leader says; listen to the
platform of the Republican Party. On October 17, in a signed
al:;iticle in a Kansas City paper, Mr. Theodore Roosevelt says
this:

As regards some of the l:rolnis. either the meaning Is so muddy as
to be wholly incomprehensible or else the proposals are very treacherous,

There is a statement, not by an ignorant man, not by a man
unfamiliar with diplomatic language. There is a statement
by a man who has served as President of the United States, and
he insimuates that the proposals of the President of the United
States are treacherous!

Mr. SMITH of Arizona.
submit to an interruption?

Mr. PITTMAN. I will

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would suzgest that that eriticism
of the ex-President and the ex-Progressive and the ex-Republiean
and the ex-Colonel Roosevelt was not only.denied at the time of
its fulmination by everybody of prominence that we heard from
in the United States, but the denial met with the absolute appro-
bation of every one of our allies in this war—every one of them.’

Mr. PITTMAN. In the same article this maker of platforms
for the Republican Party, this perpetual Republican candidate
for the Presidency, this man who has a right to make issues for
the Republican Party, this man without asking whose views
on the matter no Republican leader will dare speak, goes further.
He says, in speaking of the President’s program for a reductien
of armaments and for a league of nations, this:

I gravely doubt whether a more gilly or more mischievous plan was
over seriously proposed by the ruler of a great netion.

That is the issue. The Republican Party are opposed to the
reduction of armaments. The Republican Party are opposed
to the utilization of a league of nations as an instrumentality
to hold down the increase in armaments and to rectify the
little wrongs which frequently cause wars between nations. I
am not here to argue now the question of a league of nations
or a reduction of armaments. I stand for both. I am here to
show the stand of the Republican Party as announced through
their own leaders. The statesmen of the civilized world to-day,
with the exeeption of the few in the Republican Party who are
seeking office or following their candidate. stand for a redue-
tion of armaments and u league of nations.

James Bryce, former ambassador to this country, and one
of the greatest Englishmen alive to-day, stands for a league of
nations. Lloyd-George, next to the President of the United
States the most pronounced statesman of this era, stands for
i league of nations and for a reduction of armaments.

Oh, the Republican Party have their issues. God pity the
Republican Party! God pity the Republicans who have got to
have these men who now constitute themselves the leaders of
the Republicans Party write their platforms for them!

Ah, there are thousands of intelligent. high-cluss Republicans
in my State who I know will never follow your candidate, will
never follow your leaders against a reduction of armaments and
a league of nations, It is pure delusion to think they will,
They will not stay with you. Your chances are gone. Those
were the statements of your candidate; those were the state-
ments of the leader of your party; and your floor leader on that
side, the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr, Longe],
will not deny, T belleve, that he concurs entirely with the posi-
tion taken by Theodore Roosevelt. If he (does not agree with
him, there is every opportunity for him to state that he does
not agree with him. i

The Senator from Massachusetts, the leader of the lepublienns
in this body, has stated his opposition to n league of nations,
He has stated his opposition to the 14 points of the President.
Oh, yes; not only has he stated his opposition to the President’s
pronounced words and programs and prowises but he has gone
further ; he has shown his lack of confidence in the Chief Execu-
tive of this country. He has shown his luck of respect for a

Mr. President, will the Senator
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man who is respected throughout the world to-day. He has
questioned the leadership of Woodrow Wilson when his leader-

ghip is admitted by Great Britain, by France, by Italy, by all’

of our allies, and by all the neutral countries of the world.

That is your issue. You have made it. Youn will stay with
it. You will' fizht for militarismm of the Czar's kind—not for
victory that there may be peace and justice throughout the
world, bur victory that you may make something out of it, that
you may make a profit out of victory. Oh, yes; and in this
hour, when the prineiples that must control the world for years
and years to come are under consideration, instead of helping
the President, who has the constitutional authority to negotiate
those principles, you are doing everything in your power to dis-
eredit and obstruct him.

What do you suggest in lieu of a league of nations? TWhat
do you suggest in lieu of the reduction of armaments? Nothing
except an alllance—an alliance such as Germany had with
Austria and Italy; an alliance such as Great Britain had with
France and with Russia; an alliance such as has existed from
the very beginning of history, and has been, if not the cause, at
least the opportunity of every war since the beginning of time:
Every Senator on that side who speaks for his party speaks
for the old theories of life, for the old theories of nations, for
force, for war, for murder, for death, for slaughters through-
out all time, and not one word for justice or humanity or peace
in the future. Those thoughts are in their souls. They have
not lived the lives that lead men to think of justice, humanity,
and democracy ; and yet they, by fortuitous circumstances, are
to-day the leaders of the great Republican Party in the United
States—a party that anyone must admit has done wonderful
good in its time. They are its leaders, and no matter who
the Republicans may elect to this body or to the House of
Representatives, those leaders will dominate and control and
mold them to their way of thinking.

Oh, yes; suppose you should put five Progressive Republlcans
on that side, as it is constituted to-day. They would have just
a8 much chance as a humanitarian would have to-day in the
palace of the Kaiser. In one week's time they would not know
whether they were on the other side of the Chamber or not.
They would not know where they were or what their duties
were; and yet the Republican leaders urge in one voice that
they want Republicans here so as to support the President of
the United States, and in the next voice they say that the Presi-
dent of the United States is unworthy of support. In one voice
they say that they have supported the President better than the
Democrats have supported him, and in the next voice, through
their leader, through their perpetual candidate for the Presi-
dency, they warn the people of the country to elect Republicans
to the Senate and the House, so that the President will not have
his own way and so that they can control the actions of the
President.

Is that consistency? Which side do they intend to take?
They know that they can not pick out any past events of this
administration as the grounds of attack; therefore they are
looking to the future for an issue. They not only are moved
by their desire for militaristic power in the world, but they are
moved by a greed which has been stimulated by an opportunity
that never before existed in this country. 3

The Government of the United States to-day is more powerful
than in all of its history. The Government of the United States
to-day is more powerful than any other demoeratic government
in the world. The Government of the United States to-day has
its hand more closely upon the industry and life of the people
than ever before In its history, and that life and that industry
would be in danger if the reins of the Government were not in
the hands of a man and supported by a Congress who believe
in the people, who believe in democracy, and who believe in
humanity. Oh, yes; the issues in this eampaign do amount to
something to the people of this couuntry, and it was the duty of
the President of the United States, in view of the character of
cmmimlgn that was being made, to submit those facts to the
people.

I have charged that the civilized world stood for the proposi-
tions of President Wilson. ILet me read what Lloyd-George had
to say with regard to the program of the President of the United
States. This speech was delivered on July 5, 1918, at the battle
front in France, In it he said:

President Wilson yesterday made it clear what we are fighting for.
If the Kalser and his advisers will accept the conditions volerd by the
President they can have peace with America, peace with France, peace
with Creat DBritain to-morrow. But he has given no indication of an
intention to dov so. Because.he will not do so is the very reason we all
are fighting.

Lloyd-George sustained it. Take the statement of Bryce, to
which I referred before., It is reported in a telegram from
London under date of January 10:

LYI—T727

The nddress is admirable in spirit and contents.
polnts « that an international combination to arrest the a, sions
of ambitious sovereigns and military castes and to secure rights
of geace-lovinz peoples is essential to the future well-being of man-
kind. In his enumeration of objects to be secured by peace, the fol-
lowing golnts seem specially tmgortaut:

lHis broad, clear assertion of the right of a nationality to self-
determination, removal of economic barriers to trade, adequate guar-
anties for reduction of armaments, absolute independence for Belgium
and full eompensation for her wrongs,

Mr. Wilson rightly

sympathetic comprehension

and censideration of the present situatfon of Russia, and deliverance

l_rig'u::él subject nationalities from the brutal and sanguinary rule of the
.

Those In Great Britain who know how abominable the rule of the
Turks has been heartily welcome this declaration and that recently made
by the British prime minister that the allies and the United Btates
regard liberation of the Christian and Arab peoples of Armenia, Syria,
and Palestine as an essential condition of any just and durable peace.

Let us see what has been sald in the past. There is one Repub-
lican on the other side who seems to appreciate the meaning of
democracy. There is one Senator on the other side who will
not utilize the power of misconstruction of language for politi-
cal purposes. There is one Senator on the other side whose
patriotism has always risen above his partisan politics. Yes;
there is more than one; there are 6thers. There are some, how-
ever, whose every action condemns them to the suspicions of the
public. As to those the publie will form their own conclusions;
but I want to read what the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran],
a Republican, had to say about the President’s 14 points. It
was published on January 9 in the New York Times:

Senator BonrAH, of Idaho. I am particularly pleased with that part
of the message which relates to Russia. I believe it will have a
effect in Russia. I have thought from the beginning of the Russian
revolution tbat we should give more consideration and ter en-
couragement and sympathy to the people of Russia. I think in this
mXect the message is admirable.

8 to the other portion of the message, I want to say that I am in
favor of prosecuting the war to an honorable and permanent peace;
that is, as pearly permanent as the human mind can foresee now.
Whatever readjustment of territory and other details are essential
to that will have to be arranged, but the details can not, in my opinion,
be known very far in advance of some intimation of Germany's breaking

down.
we will not get in the hablt of dls-

I say this, however, that I ho
cussing territorial readjustment too much., That is the European vice,

we all want is a rmanent ce, and an 5
glﬁﬁat :sumattm develgg from timl:se%o timedmusyttgemﬁgnmanEo[%::$§;::;
w“lmtntﬁ:k the paragraph of the President's
to trade conditions Is also worthy of particular mention. The Parls
conference, in mg Jjudgment, was a mistake. It was a start along the
wrong line, and the President’s message dealt with it in a proper manner.

There is the answer to the Senator from Pennsylvania by one
of his own Republican colleagues, There is the answer by a
Republican whose knowledge of international law and the lan-
guage of international communication is not excelled in this
Lody. He says that that statement of the President requires
particular attention, and he tells why, in his opinion, the Presi-
dent puts it in that message. He refers to the conference at
Paris. He refers to that conference which intimated that it was
going to diseriminate against the enemy after this war was
OovVer.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BExET in the chair). The
hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, it becomes the duty of the
Chair to lay hefore the Senate the unfinished business, which
will be stated by the Secretary.

The SEcreTABY. A bill (8. 4637) for the retirement of em-
ployees in the classified civil service.

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, two Republican leaders are
attempting to find fault with the principles and policies of the
President of the United States. They particularize on three
points; that providing for a league of nations, that providing
for the reduction of armaments, and that providing for a limita-
tlon of trade restrictions as far as possible. I have discussed
the first two. Now, as to the last. I have read the interpreta-
tion placed upon it by the distinguished Senator from Idaho
[Mr. Borarn]. The construction placed upon it by the I'resi-
dent of the United States has been read into the Recorp. But
the astute politician, who occupies the Senate seat from Denn-
sylvania, is not satisfied with the assurance of the President of
the United States that the provision in no way shall affect the
rights of any nation to regulate its own tariff and other economie
laws. He is not satisfied with that. He goes further and de-
mands of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HitcHcock] to know
how this provision will affect Germany. The language itself
states how it will affect Germany. The language is so clear
that except for the misconstruction placed upon it, it would
never have been the subject of argument. It reads as follows:

The removal so far as possible of all economic barriers and the estab-
lishnient of an equality of trade conditions among all the natiens con-
senting to the peace and iating themselves for its maintenance.

The provision, in the first place, only applies to those nations
that associnte themselves together under the provisions for a
league of nations. If Germany comes into that league of na-
tions, then, of course, Germany will be treated by the United

ce terms with reference
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States as every other member of that league of nations. If
there is a league of nations, every nation which is worthy of eon-
fidence must be entitled to come into that league or it ceases to
be a league of nations, and is simply an alliance. The President
has stated under what terms and conditions Germany might
enter that league of nations, The distinguished Senator from
Pennsylvania [Mr. PExrosE] seems afraid of free trade or pro-
tection or something else. He knows the language there means
that as among those nations which shall constitute the league
of nations no tariff, no financial law shall be so constructed
as to favor one or more of those nations to the prejudice of one
or more of the other nations.

Mr. WATSON. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. PITTMAN. He must know that it makes no difference
how high or how low the tariff in all those nations may be, it
applies equally or justly to all the other nations.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada
yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. PITTMAN. I do.

Mr. WATSON. Did the United States ever have a tariff at
any time that did not embody these features aside from a recip-
rocal arrangement?

Mr, PITTMAN. T think not, and I do not think it ever should
have. The only reason why that statement was put forward
was not becnuse the United States has ever proposed such a
plan but because it has been suggested on behalf of some other
pations which will be members of this leagua of nations. The
principle that we shall not utilize our tariff or other economie
laws for the purpose of discrimination is recognized in this
country, but it may not be recognized in all the other countries,
and Woodrow Wilson found it necessary to make that pro-
nouncement.

I ask at this time that I may print in the Recorp the state-
ment of Representative Grorery with regard to the President's

message of the 8th of January.
Without objection, it is so

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
ordered.

The statement referred to is as follows:

I am in hearty accord with the President’s address unless he meant
unive free trade by his allasion of economie freedom, and I do not
belleve that could have been his intention.

Ar, PITTMAN. Mr. President, I have very little more to say
on this matter. I feel that the integrity and the sincerity of
the President of the United States having been attacked by the
chairman of the national committee of the Republican Party,
the President’s address, which was the foundation of that at-
tack, should be included in the Recorp; and in justice, of course,
to Mr. Will FI. Hays, I will ask that his whole statement be
published at this point, following the statement of the Presi-
dent of the United States.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
dered,

The matter referred to is as follows:

THE PRESIDENT'S APPEAL To YoOU.

Ay fellow countrymea, the co onal elections are at hand
They occur in the most eritical period our country has ever faced or
is likely to face in our time. If you have approved of my leadership
and wish me to continue to be your unembarrassed spokesman in affairs
at home and abroad, 1 earnestly beg that you will express yourselves
unmistakably to that effect by returning a Democratic majority to
both the Senate and the House of Representatives.
and will accept your judgment without cavil, but my wer to ad-
minister the great trust assigned me by the Constitution would be
geriously Impaired should your judgment be adverse, and I must
trankl{ tell you so becanse so many critical issues depend upon your
verdict. No scruple of taste must In m times llke these be-allowed
to stand in the way of speaking the plain truth.

I have no thought of sugxmﬂns that any political party Is para-
monnt in matiers of patriotism. 1 feel too keenly the sacrifices which
have been made in this war by all our citizens, irrespective of party
affiliations, to harbor such an ldea. I mean only that the difficulties
and delicacies of our present task are of a sort that makes it Im-
peratively necessary that the Nation should give its undivided sup
to the vernment under a unified leadership, and that a Republican
Conaress would divide the leadership. :

The leaders of the minority in the present Congress have unqguestion-
ably been prowar, but tm have been antiadministration. almost
every turn, since we ente. the war they have sought to take the cholce
of policy and the conduct of the war out of my hands and put it under
the control of Instromentalities of their own ¢ mlnzh This is no time
elther for divided counsel or for divided Irai‘lershllg. nity of command
18 as necessary now In civil actlon asg it 18 upon the field of battle. If
the control of the House and Senate should be taken away from the
]‘mrty now in power an opposing majority could assume control of l!azls‘
ation and oblige all action to tnken amidst contest and obstruction.

The return of a Republican majority to either Honse of the Congress
would, moreover, certainly be interpreted on the other side of the water
as a repudiation of my Imriarnh!r. Spokesmen of the Republican Par
are urging you tc elect & Republican Congress in order to back up a
support the President, but even if they should in this way impose upon
some credulous voters on this side of the water, they would impose on
no one on the other side It 1s well understood there as well as here
that the Republiean leaders desire not so much to support the President
us to control him. The peoples of the allied countries with whom we

Without objection, it is so or-

1 am your servant

nre aseociated asainst Germany are quite familinr with the significance 4
of vlections. They would find it very difficult to belleve that the voters

of the United States had chosen tfo m;:’port their Presldent by slecting
to the Congress a majority controlled by those who are not fact in
Sympathy with the attitude and action of the administration,

1 neﬂi not tell you, my fellow ronntrymen, that I am asking youns
support not for my own sake or for the sake of a polit‘lwr:lJnrff. but
for the sake of the Natloen Itself, in order that Its In unity of
purpose may be evident to all the world. In ordinary times I would
not feel at llberty to make such an appeal to you. In ordinary times
divided counsels can be endured without permanent hurt to the country.
But these are not ordinary times. If in these critical days it is your
wish to sustain me with undivided minds, I that you will say so
in & way which it will not be possible to misunderstand elither here at
home or among our associates on the other side of the sea. I submit
my difficulties and my hopes to you.

Woobnow WILSON.

Tae WHmiTe HOUSE,

Washington, D. C., October 25, 1918.

“IpeA oF AUTOORAT,” HAYS CALLS APPRAL BY WILSON ror DEMOCRATIC

COXGRESS.
NEw Yorx, October £7.

Will H. Hays, chairman of the Republican national committee, mada
public here to-night a statement in which he replied in behalf of his
party to President Wilson's appeal to the Nation to return a Demo-
cratic Congress. In his statement, Mr. Hays said :

“ Fresldent Wilson has questioned the motives and fidell
representatives in Congress. He has thereby impugned their loyalty
and denied their patriotism. His challenge Is to you who elected
those representatives. You owe it to them, to the honor of your great
party and to your own self-respect to meet that challenge squarel
not only as Republicans but as Americans. I, as your chairman, ca{i
upon you to do it

“Mr. Wilson aeccords the Republicans no credit whatever for havl
supported the ‘war measures' proposed by his administration, al-
tholl’lfl.l they have done so with greater upanimity than the members
of his own party. Despite that fact, he accuses them of having tried
to uwsurp his proper functions.

AN INSULT, HE DECLARES,

*“At no time and in no way have they tried to take control of the war
out of his hands. The President knows that. The country knows it.
You know It. A more ungracious, more unjust, more wanton, more
mendacious accusation was never made by the most reckless stump
orator, much less b{ a Presldent of the United States, for partisan
purposes. It is an insult not only to every loyal Republican in Con-
gress but to every loyal Republican in the land.

“ 1t fully merits the resentment which rightfully and surely will And
u?ression at the polls,

“Mr. Wilson grudgingly admits that the Rel)ubl.lcanu have been

dors he demand their defeat? Because they are
that. No. It i1s because thg“ are for peace,

of your

*prowar." Then wh
11 prowar? Hal

though not without victory, because they do not believe lasting £0
can obtalned through megotiation ; because they conslder that * U. S,
stands for unconditional surrender as well as for the United States and

Uncle Sam.’
There is the issue as clear as the

decide.
THE IDEA OF AN AUTOCRAT.

w My, Wilson wants only rubber stamps—Ahis rubber stam
ETess. e 8 0. No one knows It better than Democratic gress-
men. He calls for the defeat of prowar Republicans and the election
of antiwar Democrats. He, as the Executive, 18 no longer satisfled to
be one branch of the Government, as prwfded by the Constitution.
Republican Congressmen must be defeated and Democratle Congress-
men must, as they wonld, yield in everything. That is evidently his
{dea—the idea of an autocrat calling himself the servant, but bidding
for the mastery of this great, free people.

“ Republicans in Congress have seemed to him od enough when
they assented, as they did assent with highest patriotism and sometimes
ega¥nst thelr best judgment, to hls proposals. Repunblicans at home
have seemed to him good enough to send fully a million of their sons
{nto battle, to fornish at least half of the Army and far more than balf
of the money for winning the war. But they arc not considered good
enough to have a voice in the settlement of the war.

SAYS PRESIDENT WANTS “ TWO THINGS.”

“« Bat Mr., Wilson's real purpose has nothing to do with the conduct
of tl]:ieu war. He has bad tgnt from the beginning, has It now, and no-
body dreams of Interfering with his control. He wants just two thet‘?t!! -
One is full power to settle the war precisely as he and his , nnelected,
unappointed, unconfirmed persunal adviser may determine. The ogher
is ruﬁo power as the ‘ unembarrassed spokesman in affairs at home,’ as
he actually demands in his statement. to reconstruct in peace times the
great Industrial. affairs of the Nation In the same way, in unimpeded
conformity with whatever socialistic doctrines, whatever unlimited Gov-
ernment-ownership notions, whatever hazgy whims may happen to possess
him at the time; but, first and above all, with absolute commitment to
free trade with all the world, thus giving to Germany out of hand the
frults of a victory greater than she could win by fighting a hundred

re.

“A ublican Congress will never assent to that. Do you want a
Conﬁf_ss that will? Germany does.

“Mr. Wilson forees the Hepublican Party to le down or fight. I
eay, fight! Answer with your votes!

*Mr. Wilson is for unconditional surrender—yes; for the uncondl-
tional surrender to himself of the RePuh!lm Party, of the country, of
the allles—all to him, as the sole arbiter and masteér of the destinies of
the world. Do you stand for that? Answer with your votes!™

Mr. PITTMAN, ™r. President, one of our distinguished
Senators here to-day was taking the President to task for having
sent this message to the American people, and in that attempt
he compared the President to another one of our great Presi-
dents. There is no parallel between the two acts. One was the
prevention of the interference in politics by a politician and
the other was an open, free, frank message to those who elected
the President of the United States. Is the time ever coming in
a democracy when the President of the United States shall not
be recognized as having the right to address a statement directly
to the people of the United States? It was not concealed. It

The Democratic Con does not. Mr. Wilson does not.
noonday sun. The country will

in Comn-
Con




10184 =4

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

11495

was not hid from the Republicans. No; it was addressed to
the Republicans of this country just as much as it is addressed
to the Democrats of the country. It is not an appeal, however,
1o the 'eaders of the Republican Party, because the leaders of
the Republican Party have publicly demonstrated that they
are beyond the barrier of any appeal on the ground of humanity
or democracy. The President is appealing to Republicans
against Republican leaders. He is appealing to Democrats and
the men who elected him to office and who placed upon him the
responsibility of that office.

But this is not the first time that these things have been done.
Let me read just a few remarks here by President McKinley at
the time of the campaign of 1898. In a speech delivered at
Boone, Iowa, October 11, 1898, he said:

This 18 no time for divided councils. If I would have yon remember
anything I have said in these desultory remarks it would be to remem-
her at this eritical hour in the Nation’s history we must not be divided.
The triumphs of the war are yet to be written in the articles of peace.

Agzain in a speech delivered at Carroll, Iowa, October 11, 1898,
he said: ) )

Just at this hour, although hostilities have been suspended, we are
confronted with the gravest national problems. It is a time for the
soberest judgment and the most conservative and considerate action.
As we have stood together in the war, so we must stand together until
the results of that war shall be writien In peace.

In a speech delivered at Creston, Iowa, October 13, 1898, Presi-
dent McKinley said :

My fellow citizens, I want to leave one more thought with you and
that is, as we have been united and therefore strong and invineible in
the war, we must continue united until the end of this struggle; we
must have no differences among ourselves while we are setumg difer-
ences with another government. When we have made that settlement
in the interest of justice and civilization and humanity, then we can
resume our domestie differences.

In a speech delivered at Springfield, I1l., October 15, 1898,
I'resident McKinley said:

Now, my friends, what we want is to have no dispute or difference
among ourselves to interfere with our united judgment in dealing with
the foreign problems that are before us. As we stood together in war,
let us stand together until its settlements are made.

Now, then, be it remembered that at that time President Mec-
Kinley was speaking in a campaign—the campaign of 1898. The
country was involved in a campaign at that time, and all the
campaign orators were on the stump and the politicians of both
parties were in the field. The same Theodore Roosevelt, who
to-day is doing everyihing in his power to discredit the Presi-
dent of the United States and to make him powerless in the
execution of 1 peace program upon the settlement of this war,
was then active in politics. He stated in the campaign of 1898
as follows in one of his speeches:

Remember that, whether you will it or not, your votes this year will
be viewed by the nations of Eurcope from one standpoint only. ¥
will draw no fine distinctlons. A refusal to sustaln the President thils
year will, in their eyes, be read as a refusal to sustain the war and to
sustain the efforts of onr peace commission to secure the fruits of war.
Such a refusal may wnot inconceivably Lring about a rupture of the
peace negotiations. It will give heart to our defeated antagonists; It
will make possible the interference of those doubtful neutral nations
who in this strug have wished us ill

You eould get the benefits of the victories of Grant and Sherman only
by reelecting Lincoln, and we will gain less- than we ought from the
war if the admimistration Is not sustained at these elections.

Again, we find former President Harrison using this language
in the 1898 eampaign:

If the word goes forth that the people of the United States are stand-

ing solidly behind the President. the tusk of the peace commissioners
will be easy, but iIf there Is a break in the ranks—if the Democrats score
a telling victory, if Democratic Senators, Congressmen, and governors
are elected—=Spain will see In it a gleam of hope ; she will take a fresh
hope, and a renewal of hostilities—more war—may be necessary to se-
cure to us what we have already won.

In that same eampaign in 1898, when President McKinley was
stumping the country and was speaking throughout the United
States and delivering the very speeches that I have quoted, we
find Senator Lopce, now the senior Senator on the Republican
side, now the leader of the Republican Party in this body, now
the Senator who in a signed statement condemns the President
of the United States for appealing to the people for a Demoeratic
Senate and a Democratic House, appealing on behalf of McKin-
ley for a Republican Senate and a Republican House said :

But there is one questien on which I wish to say a few words, and
that seems to me to override all others, It is whether we shall stand
h{ the administration and the President at this juncture. If we give a
wvictory to his political cpponents we say not only to the United States
but we say to the world. we sa!\g( to the Spanish commissioners in Paris,
that the people of the United States repudiate its result and repudiate
the man who has led victoriously the war and is now leading us back
to peace—William McKinley.

Then, at the same time, we find another distinguished leader
on the other side who iz doing all in his power to obstruct the
principles and policies announced by the President of the United
States and to tie his hands with a Republican Senate and a
Republican House taking this position in the 1898 campaign.

They -

I have read you the speeches of President MecKinley nt that
time. I have not attempted to interpret those speeches. 1 in-
tend to let the distinguished Senator from Pennsylvanin [Mr,
Pexrose] interpret President MeKinley's speeches. What did
the distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania have to say in
preparing to introduce President McKinley at the thme he was
making those speeches? This is what he said:

In a few hours President McKinley will be your guest to witness the
greatest pagent the couutry has ever known. In his recent speeches
the President has agpea!eﬂ not to a partisan but to a national spirit.
He asks the aid of the Natlon. He secks the support of every man who
believes in the result of his administration. I appeal not to the martial
spirit of the Nation, great as have been our victories on sea and land.
I appeal to the quiet, sober thought of the American people, who do not
go to war unless for honor and humanity. 1 make this appeal to you
that you give loyal support to Presldent Mc¢Kinley and the Republican
Party in the spirit he has asked for it.

Mr, POMERENE. Mr. President——

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield to the Senator from Ohio.

Mr. POMERENE. In view of the course the Senator’s speech
has taken I think it not inopportune to read a similar state-
ment made by the Hon. Charles Wilhelm Frederick Dick, whom
I had the honor to succeed in the Senate. This speech was
made In 1898. It reads as follows:

[¥rom the Akron Evf:nlrlg Times, Akron, Ohio, Friday, Oct. 25, 1918.]
DICK’S PLEA AS MADE TO THE VOTERS IN 15808,

We have had a recent example of what patriotism can do.
just concluded a successful war against a common foe. The last trace
of Spanish aurerelﬁ'nty has been driven from the Western Hemisphere.
= & ® The results of the war have thrust upon us mighty responsi-
bilitles * * and it belongs to the party of progress to =olve

em.

In this hour of ballots what message are you going to send to Wash-
ington, to Paris, and to Spain? Are you going to cast a vote of confi-
dence in the Government or will you show a lack of confidence? Su

the situation was reversed and Spain were to hold an election in
which support of the Government was the issue, with what eagerness,
with what hope and fear, would you await the results?

What effect would it have on other countries If it should be cabled
to Paris and Madrid that the Government at Washington is not upheld ?
That the people of the United Htates had elected a Congress uot in
accord with the President. Is it pot our duty as Americans to do
everything possible to prevent such a disaster? .

Tgls is a time to appeal to patriotic hearts. It is not a time to
stand with yellow journals and yellow speakers, but a tlime to hoist
the Btars and Stripes higher than ever before. Let us say on election
day that liberty and freedom yet live in the hearts of the American

le.
pe%pms is not only an electlon of county, of State, and the Nation—Iit
is international. Every nation in Euorope, friendly or unfriendly. is
watching with jealous eyes the results of this election. They are watch-
ing to see whether we will take advantage of the opportunities that are
offered us, opportunities that would be eagerly seized by them.

The ad tration should be supported by the whole people. It
is in the interests of the whole people. When we are engaged in mighty
xtﬁats with other nations there should be no doubt where the people

nd.

To-day more than usual the administration represents the Govern-
ment. he course of Willlam McKinley appeals to the patriotism and
the support of the whole peor!e. Give him a Congress that will stand
at his back; then if they fail it will be time to condemn and reject.

You know without my telling you that the affairs of the State are well
agdl wisely conducted. I want to say one word, however, on county
affairs,

Here Senator Dick disgressed in an appeal for the Republican
county ticket, after which he continued :

This is no time to change the party at the helm. Men are but the
rePresentatlves of principles, whether it be in county, State, or Nation.

The world is Jooking to the United States. We are now in the very
vanguard of the procession, and our civilization will make the coming
century the greatest in the world’s history If as a people we measure
up to every responsibility we have no cause for alarm, There is no
doubt that the American people will meet and discharge every duty.
When selected us to make the test of free government He did so
with a jealous eye. We must neglect no opportunity. Patriotism
should dominate every man in his political creed, and on November 8
Americans should do thelr full Juty.

My good friend, Senator Dick, is now a candidate for Con-
gress in his district in Ohio, and if he is to be sustained in his
views then every Republican in that district will have to vote
for his opponent,

Mr. PI'TTMAN. I wish to read at the request of Senator
THoaras, who sent it to me, as he was compelled to be absent, a
statement from the Indianapolis Journal of September 17, 1898,
which has the following headline to it:

Albert J. Beveridge’s keynote ss&eech delivered at Tomlinson [Iall at
the opening of the eampaign of 1898, Mr, Beveridge was a candidate for
United States Senator to succeed Senator Turpie, a Demoerat.

This is the speech:

In a sentence, shall the American ople indorse at the polls the
administration of William McKinley, which, under the guidance of Divine
Providence, has started the Republic on its noblest career of prosperity,
duty, and glory, or shall the American people rebuke the administration,
reverse the wheels of history, halt the career of the flag, and turn to
that purposeless horde of criticism and carping that is assailing the
Government at Washington? * * * 1In the only foreign war this
Nation has had in two generations will you, the voters af this Republic
and the guardians of its good repute, give the other nations of the
world to understand that the American people do not approve and in-
dorse the administration that conducted it? These are the guestions

We have
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von must answer at the polls, and T well know how you will answer them.
The thunder of American guns at Snntlagﬁ and Manila will find its
answer in the approval of the voters of the Republic, * * #

And the first question you must answer by your vote is whether you
indorse that war. We are told that all citizens and every platform in-
dorse the war, and I admit, with the joy of patriotism, that this is true,
But this Is only among ourselves, and we are of and fo ourselves no
longer. This cfmion takes place on the stage of the world, with all
carth's nations for onr auditors.

Not a forelgn office in Europe that is not studying the American
Bepublic and watching the American elections of 1838 as it never
watched an Ameriean election before. Are the Ameriean people the
chameleon of the nations? If so, we can easily handle them, says the
diplomats of the world., Which result, say you, will have the best
eflect for us upon the great powers that watch vs with the jealonsy
strength always inspires: A defeat at the hands of the American

ple of the administration which has conducted our forelgn war
0 a world-embracing success, and which has in hand the most important
forelgn problems since the Revolution, or such an indorsement of the
administration by the American ple as will swell to a national
acclaim? No matter what vour views on the Dingley or the Wilson
laws, no matter whether you favor Mexican money or the standard
of this Republie, we must deal this day with nations greedy for every
market we are to invade, nations with ships and guns and money and
Will they sift out the motive for Iour vote, er will they consider
the result of the Indorsement a rebuke of the administration? I repeat,
it Is more than a party questicn. It Is an American question. It isan
issuo in which history sleeps. It is a situation which will influence
the destiny of the Repuoblie,

Mr. President, that was the keynote speech of the Republican
Party in 1898, delivered by one of the most prominent Repub-
licans in this country, a man who stood high in those days in
the councils of the Republican Party, & man who spoke for his
party. Were there ever two conditions so identical as the con-
ditions then and the conditions now, with the single exception
that at that time the war was over with Spain and the negotia-
tions were with but one little country? To-day the war is not
over. The negotiations will involve the great eivilized countries
of the world.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield. )

Mr. WADSWORTH. Am I mistaken in saying that I read in
the press of yesterday perhaps that the Senator from Nevada
had said that the war is practically over?

Mr. PITTMAN. The Senator is correct. Thig war is prac-
tically over. It has been won while a Democratic President
was the Chief Executive officer of this country and was Com-
mander in Chief of the armies, just as the little war against
Spain was won when President McKinley occupied the same
position. The necessity for the support of President Wilson in
the formulation of the policies that will either mean an enduring
peace or early return of wars will come up to the President as
after-war policies faced McKinley at the time of the campaign
of 1898. The situations are practically identical. The argu-
ments made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobge],
by Theodore Roosevelt, by Albert J. Beveridge, all apply to the
situation to-day. I do not desire to charge them with insin-
eerity, but I can not understand, and I do not believe the Amer-
ican people will understand, how those Republican statesmen
could have made the speeches they made in 1808 and make the
speeches and statements that they are making to-day.

Inconsistency in an ignorant man attracts little atiention;
inconsistency in a statesman, who owes a duty to the people
who elect him, is worthy of the gravest consideration. If the
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts felt in 1898 that it
was necessary to elect a Republican Senate and a Republican
House of Representatives in order that the world should not
consider that President MeKinley had been repudiated, then
it is equally as necessary to-day that the people elect a Demo-
cratic Senate and a Democratic House of Representatives so
that the world shall not think that President Wilson has been
repudiated. Is not that true? Is there any answer whatever
to it?

The Senator from New York [Mr. WapsworTH] answers by
a nod of his head that there is an answer, and the Senator
from Indiana [Mr. WaTsox] the other day gave a very cute
little answer to it. He said the Philippine Islands were in-
volved; that the thing which made it so necessary to have a
Republican Senate was in order that the treaty with regard
to the Philippine Islands might be ratified. There is nothing
in the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts which were
made in 1898 referring to the Philippine Islands. They re-
ferred to sustaining the President who won the war, so that he
would not appear to be repudiated in the eyes of the world,
There is nothing in Theodore Roosevelt's speeches of that date
which I have quoted which deals with the Philippine Islands,
Theodore Roosevelt’s speeches were the same as those of the
Senator from DMassachusetts. They all placed the argument
on the ground that the man who has won the war must be
supported not enly in the Senate but in both branehes of Con-
gress, in order that the world shall know that the American
people first sustain the war, and, in the second place, that they
do not repudiate the wan who won the war.

men.

I listened to the argument of the Senator from Indiana the

other day when he tried to change the whale tenor of the
speech of the Senator from Massachusetts, and Roosevelt's
speech and Beveridge's speech by saying that they were wor-
ried for fear that there would be a Democratic Senate elected,
and that, if so, the Senate would not ratify the treaty with re-
gard to the Philippine Islands. If that were so, why were they
appealing for the House of Representatives? The House of
Representatives has nothing to do with treaties. Oh, but the
Senator will say they have control of the appropriation of the
money necessary to buy the islands. Congress has never vio-
lated a treaty made in accordance with the law and th2 Consti-
tution of the United Statés, and when a treaty has been ratified
by this body the money has always been appropriated by the
House of Representatives, although they have nothing te do
with the ratifieation of the treaty.
. An attempt will be made to answer this contention. Politi-
cians will be tempted to change the plain meaning of the
speech of the Senator from Massachusetts in 1808: to recon-
struct the speech of Theodore Roosevelt; to befog the speech of
Albert J. Beveridge; and to explain the speech of Benjaumin
Harrison to the people of the country. No matter how skillful
may be the attempt to twist these speeches their truth has
reached the American people and they know if the words of
the Senator from Massachusetts and those of Roosevelt and
Benjamin Harrison and Beverldge were worth anything in 1898,
they can not be repudiated now under the existing conditions,
and they are not going to permit those men who are simply
American citizens, no matter how high their position may be,
to change or to misconstrue their own open and avowed posi-
tion for the present purposes of partisan gain.

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. AsgpursT in the chair).
D;;es ;.he Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from Iu-
diana

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield.

Mr. WATSON. Does the Senator from Nevada make no dis-
tinction between a private citizen making an appeal of that kind
and the President of the United States making it? At the time
the Senator from Massachusetts made that appeal or the Senan-
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pexgrose] made it or the then
Senator Beveridge made it neither man was President of .the
United States; neither man was in the midst of the war as
Chief Executive; neither man had had the united support of the
opposition party. Does not the Senator from Nevada make any
distinction at all between a private citizen' making an appea!
of that kind and the President of the United States making it,
and especially at a time when the President has had practieally
the united support of the opposition party, and in his own letter
admits that that party has been prowar gquite as much as has
his own party?

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, there is no doubt that the IRe-
publican Party has been both prowar and loyal; I know of no
one who attacks that proposition at all ; but it is unneeessary for
me to argue as to whether or not the Republican Party has been
antiadministration. We do not have to go baek of to-day to
prove it. The ReEcorp to-day is full of it. That is enough. If
the question is as to whether or not there is a difference between
a Senator of the United States appealing to the people for the
support of the President, or the President appealing for sup-
port, I say now that there is not any difference. It does not
make any difference whether the one making such an appeal is a
Senator of the United States, a Rlepresentative, a plain citizen,
or President of the United States. If any man, no matter
what position he holds, sees that a condition is arising that is
dangerous to the people of the United States and they are not
being told of that danger from other sources, then it is his duty
to warn them.

Do you think that the people of the United States resent the
fact that their President has told them of the danger? Do you
think that the people of the United States resented the fact
that McKinley appealed for unity in 1888? Do you think that
the people of the United States have ever resented a President
appealing directly to them with regard to any matter? Why
should the President not do so? Does the President of the
United States stand apart from the people? Is there no rela-
tion of confidence between the people and the President? Is
the President too great a man to discuss matters with the peo-
ple? Is the President’s position so high that he may not discuss
such matters with the common people? It might have been so
under a Republican administration, but it is not so under a
Democratic administration, and that is what we have at the
present time, There was possibly a little difference between the
methods pursued when we had a Republican President and those
that are now pursued under a Democratie President. The Iie-
publican President wrote letters urging the support of whatever
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he wanted, but the letters were not always public. The letters
of the President of the United States at the present time are
written to the publie and are not concealed. The letters of Re-
publican Presidents were sometimes written to peliticians; the
letters of the Democratic President are written to the people.
As to the gquestion of propriety, the Senator from Indiana can
decide that for himself. But let me say something further. I
have here a letter that possibly the Senator frem Indiana re-
members. I will read it and see if he recollects it. I think this
letter was written by Mr. Theodore Roosevelt when lhe was
President to Mr. James . Warson, who was then n Member
of the House of Representatives. The letter is dated " Oyster
Bay, N. Y., August 18, 1906,” and is as follows:

1f there were only partisan issues involved in this contest, T should
hesitate to say anything publicly in reference thereto. But I do not
feel that such is the .ase. On the contrary, I feel that m«:& citizens
whe have the welfare of Ameriea st heart should ap te the im-
mense amount that has been accomplished by the present Congress, or-
ganized as it is, and the urgent need of kecping this urr.nlution in
power. To change the leadership and orgauization of the House at
this time means to bring confusion upen t who have been suceess-
fully en 1 in the steady working out of a great and comprehensive
scheme for the betterment of our social, indus 1, and civie conditions.
Such a change would substitute a purposeless confusion, a violent and
hurtful oscillation between the positions of the extreme radieal and
the extreme reactionary, for the present orderly progress along the
lines of a carefully thought-out policy.

This letter was written for the purpose of aiding in the elec-
tion of Republicans to the Senate and the House. It was pub-
lished in the Republican campaign textbook. Surely that can
not be a erime in Woodrow Wilson if done by the great Repub-
lican god Roosevelt.

Again, en September 9, 1908, from Oyster Bay, N. Y., Mr.
Roosevelt wrote, in part, as follows: .

It is urgently necemrﬁ, from the standpoint of the public interest,
to elect Mr. Taft and a Rcpublican Congress which wil him:
and they seek eleetion on a platform which specifieally pledges the
party, aflko in its exscutive ang legislative branches, te continoe and

the policies whica have been mnot mercly professed but acten
uring these seven years. These policles ¢an be successfully car

ed through only by the bearty cooperation of the President and the
Congress in botf; l{s branches, and it is thercfore mrﬁeulm:ll‘y {m-
fonut that there should obtain such harmony between them. o fall
o elect Mr. Taft would be a calamity to the country; nnd it would be
folly while electing him ‘ynt at the same time to elect a Congress hostle
to him, a Con which under the Influenee of partisan leadership
would be certain to thwart and bafe him on ew possible ocecaslon.
To elect Mr. Taft and at the same time to elect a Congress pledged to
support him is the only w’:]y in which to perpetunate the policy of the
Government as now carri on. I feel that aH the aid that ecan be
gron to this policy by every good citizen should be given, for this Is

r more than a merzly par matter.

This was at a time when President Roosevelt expected to have
Mr. Taft hold for four years, and in trust for Roosevelt, the
presidentinl office. This letter was alse written for pelitical
purposes, amd was publicly used with President Roosevelt's
knowledge and consent.

Alr. Taft, who knew of and accepted this aid of President
Roosevelt, now holds up his hands in holy horror when Woodrow
Wilson makes a similar plea. !

1 leave the guestion now as to whether or not the American
people are going to take the advice of the Republican leaders
given in 1898 or the advice given by the Republican leaders now.
I leave it to the people of the country whether the Republican
leaders to-day are sincere or whether they were sincere in
1808, There was argument in favor of their sincerity in 1808,
but the evidence te-day is all against their sincerity. They
argued in 1898 like patriots, and they quibble and debate to-day
like peoliticians

The Nepublicans have made their issue. It is an issue as to
whether or not the President of the United States, who has
successfully conducted this war and who has the confidence of
the world, shall continue it to the end unhampered, unobstructed.
uninterfered with, or whether or net it shall be taken out of his
hands and placed in the hands of Seuater Lobce and Senator
Pexrose, of Pennsylvania. That is the issue, and the people of
this country are going to decide with the President. No matter
what subterfuges may be used, no matter how cunningly the
arguments may be presented, they will see it. You yourselves
have exposed yourselves, and further expesition is unnecessary.

Mr. POINDEXTER obtained the floor.

Mr. WADSWORTH and Mr. SMOOT addressed the Chair,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash-
ington yield; and if so, to whom?

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield first to the Senator from New
York.

Mr. WADSWORTH. DMr. President, in order that the different
pronouncenments which find their appearance in the press may
be contained in the Recorp, I ask permission that a letter written
by the President of the United States to Mr. Hennessy, who is
a candidate for the United States Senate from the State of New
Jersey, which was printed in yesterday's papers, if I remember

develo

correctly, be rec * by the Secretary, and that I be permitted to
utter about twe sentences upon it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from New York? There being none, the Secretary
will read as reguested.

The Secretary read as follows:

My Dear Mp. [IEXXESSY : May I not say how deeply interested I am
in the contest you are conducting? 1 can not but feel that in ignoring
my earnest appeal with regard to the suffrage ment, made in the

blic interest and because of my intimate knowledge of the issues
nvolved, both on the other side of the water and here, Senator Bamp
hes certainly not represented the troe fecling and epirit of the people of
New Jersey., 1 am sure that they must have felt that such an appeal
could not and should not be ignored. It weuld be a ve:ty great make
weight thrown into the international scale if his course action while
in the Senate could be reversed by the people of our great State.

Cordially and sincerely, yours,
Woonuow WILSOX.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, with the permission of
the Senator from Washington——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Washe
ington yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. POINDEXTER. 1 yield to the Senator.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Senators will note that the President
of the United States requests the people of the Staie of New
Jersey to defeat Senator Bairp at the pells solely because he
voted against the Federal suffrage amendment. No other reason
is given whatsoever. 1 shall net comment upon the meriis or
demerits of the Federal suffrage amendment or the accuracy
of the President’s definition of that measure as being vitally
necessary to the winning of the war. The Senator from Nevada
[Mr. Prrraax] has used the term “ sincerity ” more than once
in his address. In view of this effort on the part of the Presi-
dent to defeat a Senator at the poells because he did not vote
for the Federanl suffrage amendment, I am wondering whether
he will send a similar letter to the people of the State of Dela-
ware and ask the defeat of Senater Savrssury, to the people
of Tennessee and urge the defeat of Senater SHIELDS, and to the
people of the State of Alabama and urge the defeat of Senator
BaxnkueEAp, all three of whomm have voted against the same
Federal suffrage amendment and are running for reelection.

- Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash-
ington yield te the Senator frem Florida?

Mr, POINDEXTER. I will have to decline further interrup-
tions. I have been on my feet for some time; the remarks that
I have to make are brief, and I would prefer if the Senator
would allow me to proceed.

Mr. FLETCHER. Very well. I was simply going to ask the
Senator if he wouid allow me to submit a report. I could have
insisted on the regular order and had the report submitted at
the proper time.

AMr. POINDEXTER. If the Senator merely wishes to present
a report from a committee, I will yield to him for that purpose.
Mr. FLETCHER. I will wait until the Senator cencludes,

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, it is extremely distaste-
ful to me to discuss a politieal issue in the Senate. The Presi-
dent, however, with his great influence has projected a partisan
discussion inte the affairs of the Government by the letter ad-
dressed to the American people which he gave out for publica-
tion on Friday, in which he declared that he waived the seruples
of good taste on account of the importance of the issues that were
involved.

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HircHcock], in discussing
the recent negotiations of the President with the German Gov-
ernment, seemed to take the rather curious pesition that there
was a default on the part of the American people or of the Senute
for not having declared their objections to the various terms of
peace which the President has set forth in his addresses to Con-
gress and in other documents. The Senator failed to state what
the statute of limitations is, My own feeling in regard to that,
Mr. President, was and is now that it was not desirable at the
time the President made his address of January 8, 1018, or that
of December 4, 1917, or his various other addresses and letters
with regard to terms of peace that they should be discussed, and
I think that was the feeling of a great many citizens. I think
that