Criticism of the President’s Message

By Theodore Roosevelt
Ep-President of the United Slates .

Former President Roosevelt, on the
some day the President’s message wos
published, gave out the following state-
nent to the presa:

Oyster Bay, Dec. 7, 1915,

T the outset President Wilson,
A speaking of the war, says: “ We
have stood apart, studiously neu-

tral, It was our manifest duly to do so.
Further on he says: “ We insist upon
security in prosecuting our self-chosen
lines of national development. We do
more than that. We demand it also
for others.” Later he saye: “Wa ro-
gord war az a means of asserting the
rights of a people against aggression,”
and continues: * We ave fiercely jealous
*o#® % of aggression from without."

What does Mr. Wilson mean when in
e line he says that we have *stood
apart, studiously neutral,” because * it
waz our manifest duty to do so,” and a
couple of paragraphs later says that
“we demand security in prosecuting
our self-chosen lines of national devel-
npment for others?" ‘He can take
either of the two positionz, but he can-
not take both. Did or did not Mr, Wil-
gon “ demand secority ® for Belgiom to
" prosecute its self-chosen lines of na-
tional developmont? ™ He knows he did
not,  Thea what does he mean by say-
ing that “we demand this seewrity also
for others?" Again, he says that he re-
gards war af a means of asserting the
vights of & people against agpression,”

and yet he says that it was our duty to
remain stodiovsly neutral when Belgium
agserted the rights of her people by war
against the aggression of Germany,

How does he reconcile these two
statements? He cannot do so. He is
using words to cover a poliey of dis-
honorable inaction, Again, he says that
we arve “ fiercely jealous of aggression
from without.” How did he =zhow his
“fierce jealousy ™ as regards the apgres-
sions on the TLusitania and Ancona,
which resulted in the loss of several
scores and the jeopardy of hundreds of
American lives?

How has he shown his “fierce jeal-
ousy ¥ as regards the sixty or seventy
soldiers wearing the Ameriean uniform,
not to speak of the women and children
and civilians, killed or wounded on
American soil by Mexican bullets? One
symptom of his “fierce jealousy" to
prevent * aggression from without ™ was
the issuing of an order that our men
should not fire back when fived upon.
Does Mr. Wilson regavd that order as
“fierce jealousy”? It does not strike
any other human being as such.

Three years ago Mr. Wilson said he
believed in the poliey of “ pitiless pub-
licity.” We have never had as secretive
an Administration, The exact numbers
of the soldiers of the United States Avmy
who have been killed or wounded by
Mexicans cannot be told, beeause My, Wil-
son won’t permit the figures to be made



public. Neither is it possible to ascertain
the exact numbers of the Ameriean men,
women, and children who have been
killed or outraged in person or property
- in Mexico, because Mr. Wilson for three
years has hindered all publicity, pitiless
or pitiful, about these outrages in Mexico.
Mr. Wilson's elocution and My, Wilson's
action ave in flat contradiction. His
elocution is that of a Byzantine logothete
—and Byzantine logothetes were not
men of action.

President Wilson zays that we have
been put to the test in the case of Mexico
and have * stood the test,” and that we
have supplied a “heroie prineiple to the
case of Mexieo,” Of all possible ad-
jectives that could be found in the Eng-
lish language by the most minute search
on the part of the most subtle dialee-
tician it would not be posaible to find
one more inappropriate to the Adminis-
tration’s course in Mexico than the ad-
jective * hercic.” Nearly three years
ago Mr. Wilson refused to recognize
Huerta on the ground that we were never
to recognize a Government founded on
violence. He then tentatively supported
Villa, who represented the embodiment of
violence; it being meanwhile asserted on
behalf of the Administration that under
no eiveumstances would we deal with
Carranea, whose Oovernment likewise
was founded on vieolence,

The President has now eaten hiz words
and recognized Carvanza, and through
his private secretary he has issued a de-
fense of and apology for the outrages
committed by the Cavranzistaz and by
the other bandits of the other factions
in Mexico, outrages as infnmous as ever
were committed by savages anywhere
under the sun.

Mr. Wilson refused to employ the
power of the United States to protect
the lives of American men and the honor
of American women or bo save those
wearing the United States wniform from
denth or from insult. He took no steps
to save Mexican and foreign women,
including nuns, married women, and un-
married women, when they -were sub-
jected to ocutrages and infamies which
make the white slave traffic seem trivial
by comparison. But he now uses the

power of the United States to help one
get of the banditz responsible for these
infamies apninst another set. This iz Mr.
Wilson’e definition of * hevoie " conduet.
It is his conception of *standing the
test.” Such definitions and eonceptions
are interesting only from the stand-
point of adroit dialectics.

In his present message President Wil-
son  advocates as necessary certain
propositions for putting this country in
a state of preparedness to defend itself
against Toreign aggression. In. his mes-
gage one year ago he said such proposi-
tions were hysterical and improper. I
am glad that he has changed his mind,
but T am sorry that he has not taken the
trouble to study the subject so as to make
his proposals reasonably adequate to the
country's need, His proposed enlarge-
ment of the regular army is uiterly in-
adequate. With certain of his state-
ments it is almost impossible to deal,
simply beeause it seems ineredible that
their appavent and obvious meaning ean
be their real meaning.

For example, he says: “We will not
maintain a standing army except for
uges which are necessary in time of
peace as in time of war; and we shall
always see to it that our military peace
establishment iz no lavger than is actu-
ally and continually needed for the uses
of days in which no enemies move against
us” What this means I have no idea,
and T am certain that no one else has any
iden, including the President himself.
What “necessary use™ have our forts
and our const guns ¥ in time of peace™?
How is our field arvtillery * eontinuously
needed for the uses of davs in which no
enemies move against us™? I ask these
questions seriously. I defy any man to
give me a serions answer which shall
not show that the statements arve ab-
surdities,

The proposed “ continental ™ army ean-
not produce good results. It is a proposal
that a few of the woung men of the
country shall for two months every year
abandon their work and in the interest
of the common defense train themselves
to defend their successful business rivals
who decline to abdndon their work in
the interest of the common defense. The



average young man of the right type
cannot and ought not to put himself at
a disadvantage by abandoning his worl,
or, if an employer, by permitting his em-
ployes to abandon their work, when no
such burden is imposed upon his less
patriotic competitors, This is not a
squure deal,

It is not in accordance with the demo-
eratie ideal. We ought to demand from
all alike the same service and not ask
people who are high-minded and patriotie
to volunteer at their own personal ecost
and to their own detriment; for such
action is to the profit of the less high-
minded and less patriotic who won't
volunteer, The President's proposal iz
merely to create an inefficient rival of
the National Guard. It will damage the
National Guard without achieving any
useful purpose whatever,

It is the duty of this nation in time
of peace to prepare for war; and it is
no: less the duty of this Administration
now in time of war to prepare for the
industrial struggles that will follow
upon peace. The Administration has
done neither and is doing neither, The
proposal to purchase ships by the Na-
tional Government is a proposal to pre-
vent private business undertaking the
permanent revival of the American ghip-
ping trade. As regards the tariff, we
need a nonpartisan tariff commission of
experts, who shall treat the tariff as a
business proposition in the interestz of
the businesa of the country as a whole
and of all our fellow-citizens, so as both
to secure and adeguately to distribute
prosperity.

The messapge does not make clear what
it is—if anything—which the President
proposes in the way of industrial legis-
lation or action, He states that the
transportation problem lies at the very
bottom of our efficiency ms a people.
This stotement could be move appro-
printely made of the whole business
problem, of which the transportation
problem is only one side, although a
very important side. He seems to stand,
and in one sentence clearly does stand,
for the regulation of the railways of the
country, There is an even greater need
of the encouragement, and incidentally

the regulation, of industry, We need
efficiency in railroading; but if there
are no goods to carry there ia no use in
having carriers, and therefore the funda-
mental thing is efficioncy in business.

The trouble with our business in this
eouniry today im that it must be frans-
acted at loose ends, largely because our
business men, whose first desire iz to
obey the law, have been and are in
Jeopardy lest some Government official,
national or State, may decide that they
have disobeyed the laws, these laws
themselves being often in hopeless con-
flict with one another, The honest
business man of great capacity, whose
great capocity should be at the serviee
of the country, is. often unable to find
out how his business can be transacted
legally on anything that approximates
o large scale and that is in keeping with
medern economic conditions and require-
ments,

Tn short, the President fails to make
a single constructive recommendation
as vegards industry.,  Our utter lack of
prepavedness to meet foreign appression
ls no greater than our utter lack of pre.
paredness to meet the industrial erisis
that will be upon us when this war is
over. The two questions should be
freated together, and the President
treats with utter inadequacy of one and
not at all of the other,

The most mnoteworthy part of the
President’s message is that in which he
gays that the gravest threats apainst
our national peace and safety come from
citizens of the United States born un-
der other flags who have been disloyal
and who have sought to bring the au-
thority and good name of owr Govern-
ment into contempt and to destroy our
industries wherever they thought it ef-
fective for their vindictive purpose. In
thiz he is entively corvect. But the rem-
edy lies in action such as Andrew Jack-
gon took about nullification, sweh as
Grover Cleveland took about anarchy in
Chicago.

He states that we are without ade-
quate I'ederal laws to deal with the
situation. He says that such laws are
necessary in order to “save the honow
and self-respect of this nation *; he says



that it is possible to deal with the dis-
loyalty, murderous anarchy, and con-
spiracies of which he speaks “very ef-
fectually *; but he adds that he “need
not supgest the terms in which they
may be dealt with,"”

The duty of a leader iz to lead, If
President Wilzon has not adequate pow-
er, he should tell us exactly what he
wishes in order fo get the adequate
power, He should demand that the Na-
tional Legislature give him the power
But, a5 a matter of fact, Mr. Wilson is
himself responsible for most of the con-
ditlons of which he complains.

He has met a policy of blood and iren
with a poliey of milk and water. In-
decision, and the treatment of conversa-
tion as a substitute for action, and,
above all, the making of threats which

are not carried into effect, put a pre-
mium upon exactly the form of anarchy
and conspiracy of which the President
complains, Nine-tenths of wisdom con-
gists in being wise in time,

The President now wails to Congress
that he iz unable to control anarchy
and would like them to supply what is
lacking by passing laws the nature of
which he does not indieate.  There
would be no need for this wail if ten
months ago, when he wrote his note to
Germany, stating that he would hold her
to “ strict accountability ” for outrages
against us, he had meant what he said,
and had made it evident that he meant
what he said. Such action would not
provoke war. It would prevent the cu-
mulative outrages which lay the foun-
dation for war.



