WORDS AND DEEDS
Battle Creek, Michigan, September 30, 1916

T the outset I wish to say a word as to the protests now
made by 30 many people that we must not eriticize the
President. The newspapers®and individuals making these
- protests are, for the most part, the very ones who and
which when I was President spread every species of
calumny and slander about me. I then, as President, took
the view that no one had a right to speak untruthfully of
the President or of anyone else, but that even less than any-
one else ought the President to escape from truthful ecriti-
cism. I never complained of any attack on me unless it
waa false, and if it was false, and the man making it was
important enough, I clearly showed its falsity. I apply to
others only the standard by which I asked that I myself
be treated. It is the standard explicitly set in reference
to myself by Mr. Charles Bonaparte on May 2, 1902, in his
speech to the Civil Service Reform Association of Maryland.
Speaking of me, the then President, he said: “Give him Hail
Columbia (not to speak of any thing less suitable for public
mention) when he does aught that savors of that abuse of
public trust for personal or party ends which he has himself
go often and so strenuously condemned; if he is the man
gome of us think him, he will think all the better of us for
doing this; but whatever he or anybody else may think, it
is the right thing for us to do, and we have no business here,
this Association and its fellows have no warrant for further
existence, unless we are ready to do it. Moreover, although
we should, so far as may be practicable in reason, learn all
material facts bearing on the conduct of a public servant
before we blame him, there is no call for encyclopadic
research into minute details to justify outspoken censure,
when this appears, on a fair, sober, second thought, well
deserved. It is the President’s duty, no less than it was



Mrs. Csmesar’s, to escape reasonable suspicion of wrong-
doing; should he or any other official tell us: ‘If you knew
the facts, you wouldn't blame me," we have a ready answer:
‘Give us the facts, and we'll see.””

I at the time emphatically endorsed this position of Mr,
Bonaparte's, who himself later served in my Cabinet. His
attitude was the proper one to take towards the then Presi-
dent; and it is the proper one to take towards the present
President. )

I never uttered one word of eriticism of President
Wilson until a vear and a half after he was elected Presi-
dent. If he had stood by the honor and the interest of the
American people, I would have thrown up my hat for him,
and would have supported him heart and soul. I not
merely kept silent during the first eighteen months;
I tried actively to support him. The only errora I have
made in connection with Mr. Wilson were due to incau-
tiously accepting his statements and supporting his policies
in the effort to “stand by the President.” It was with deep
reluctance that I was forced to the conclusion that the effort
to stand by him was incompatible with standing by the in-
terests of mankind and the honor of this nation. But in my
view there was no alternative for any honorable man, when
once I became convinced, as I am convinced, that the con-
science of this people has been seared, and its moral sense
dulled, by the leadership of the Administration and of Con-
gress during the last three years. These false servants of
the people have taught us to enjoy soft ease and swollen
wealth in the present without taking one effective step to
ward off ruinous disaster in the future. These false serv-
ants of the people have betrayed the soul of the nation.

We Had War Under Washington and Lincoln

The supporters of Mr. Wilson say that the American
people should vote for him because he has kept us out of
war. It ia worth while to remember that this is a claim
that cannot be advanced either on behalf of Washington or
of Lincoln. Neither Washington nor Lincoln kept us out
of war. Americans, and the people of the world at large,
now reverence the memories of these two men, because, and



only because, they put righteousness before peace. They
abhorred war. They shunned unjust or wanton or reckless
war. But they possessed that stern valor of patriotism
which bade them put duty first, not safety first; which bade
them accept war rather than an unrighteous and dizastrous
peace. There were peace-at-any-price men in the days of
Washington. They were the Tories. There were peace-at-
any-price men in the days of Lincoln. They were the
Copperheads. The men who now, with timid hearts and
guavering voices, praise Mr. Wilson for having kept us out
of war are the spiritual heirs of the Tories of 1776, and
the Copperheads of 1864. The men who followed Washing-
tion at Trenton and Yorktown, and who suffered with him
through the winter at Valley Forge; and the men who wore
the blue under Grant, and the Gray under Lee, were men of
valor, who sacrificed everything to serve the right as it was
given them to see the right. They spurned with contempt-
uous indignation the counsels of the feeble and cowardly
folk who in their day spoke for peace-at-any-price.

The Murder of Americans Has Been Invited

President Wilson by his policy of tame submission to
insult and injury from all whom he feared has invited
the murder of our men, women and children by Mexican
bandits on land, and by German submarines on the sea.
He has spoken much of the “New Freedom.” In interna-
tional practice this has meant freedom for the representa-
- tives of any foreign power to murder American men, and
outrage American women, unchecked by the President.
President Wilson has counted upon his belief that the
American people are indifferent to their duties, because they
are too much absorbed in war profits, too much pleased with
the unhealthy prosperity which flourishes because others are
suffering ; too greedily content with a momentary immunity
from danger, due to the fact that all possible foes are other-
wise engaged. He has believed that our people will not look
ahead. He has believed that they will remain blind to the
fact that disaster will surely in the end overtake them if
they shirk their duties in the present. He believes that if
they are allowed to enjoy good profits and high wages, and



go to the movies, and purchase ‘automobiles, they will pay -
no thought to the posaibility of future ruin, and no thought
to the sufferings of their fellow-countrymen and country-
women who, at the present moment, suffer the last extremi-
ties of torhl.re and outrage.

Porter Emerson Browne has shown exactly the way in
which we are looked at abroad in a recent statement which
runs as follows:

“An American friend of mine attended a’ dinner given
in Mexico by the erstwhile revolutionist thereof, Pascual
Orozco. Pascual was puzzled. He asked my friend to ex-
plain that which so mystified him. ‘We have robbed your
men, dishonored your women, killed your children; tell
me,’ pleaded Pascual, ‘what does an American need to make
him fight?” Pascual, you see, being only an ignorant
Mexican, couldn’t understand why a wife or a couple of
children more or less meant little when you have a new
automobile and a fat bank account.”

Consider Mr. Wilson's Statements

1 do not ask you to take my statement for Mr. Wilson’s
motive and actions. I ask you only to consider his own
statements, and the statements of his authorized representa-
tives, and his actions, and above all, his constant inaction.
Nearly one year and a half has passed since the Lusitania
was sunk. The act represented the most colossal single
instance of the murder of non-combatants, including men,
women and children, that had been perpetrated by any
power calling itself civilized for over a century. President
Wilson had full notice as to what was to be done, for the
German Ambassador, Mr. Von Bernstorff, had publicly
given such notice to the people of the United States. For
less than such action President George Washington, when
ours was a weak, infant nation, foreced the recall of the
French Ambassador, Genet. But Preasident Wilson did not
act. He only spoke. .And his words were a direct incite-
ment to the repetition of the wrong. For immediately after
the sinking of the Lusitania he uttered his famous sentence
about being “Too proud to fight.” In all our history there
has never been any other American Prealdent who has used



a phrase that has done such widespread damage to the good
name of America. It is one of those dreadful phrases which,
as by a lightning flash, illumines the soul of the man
using it, and remains forever fixed in the minds of mankind
in connection with that man. But this is not all. When the
man is President of the United States, it is a =sad and dread-
ful thing that the shame is necessarily shared by the na-
tion itself; and it is completely assumed by the nation if it
fails to repudiate the man who uttered the phrasze.

Imagine George Washington after the Lexington fight,
or even after the Boston massacre, selecting the occasion
as an appropriate one for remarking that the American
people might be “Too proud to fight!" Imagine Abraham
Lincoln making such a atatement two days after the firing
on Sumter! :

Nor was this phrase an isolated one. Shortly after-
wards, under date of May 27th, the New York Times con-
tained the statement that President Wilson declined an
invitation to speak at Independence Hall on July 5th, and
in response to a suggestion that he should only speak_ on
patriotism, remarked: ‘“This is perhaps the very time when
I would not care to arouse the sentiment of patriotism.” [
call your attention to the fact that I take thiz statement
from one of the most prominent Wilson papers. President
Wilson refused to speak in Independence Hall on the one
hundred and twenty-eighth anniversary of the signing of
the Declaration of Independence in that hall, and he 30 re-
fused because inasmuch as over one hundred of our men,
women and children had just been murdered on the high
seas he regarded it as “the very moment when he would not
care to arouse the sentiment of patriotism.” Mr. Wilson
has a positive genius for striking when the iron is cold
and fearing to strike when the iron is hot. If one hundred
and twenty-eight years ago Washington and Jefferson, and
the other men who signed the Declaration of Independence,
had felt the same way about patriotiam, and the same way
about fighting as Mr. Wilson does, we would never have had
a country. Had Lincoln felt the same way, there would
be no such thing as the American Republie now in existence.

Most assuredly, my fellow countrymen, the American



Republic will not live, and will not deserve to live, if for the
views of the men who gigned the Declaration of Independ-
ence on July 4th, 1776, we. substitute as the basis of national
action the views of the President who, one hundred and
twenty-eight vears later, declined to speak in commemora-
tion of the day, because in a dangerous crisis it seemed to his
cold heart unwise “to arouse the apirit of patriotism.”

Mr. Wilson's Deeds Contradict His Words ..

The other day, discussing his refusal to recognize
Huerta, President Wilson said in his speech of acceptance
that he would refuse to recognize any “title based upon in-
trigue and assassination,” and that he would *“refuse to
extend the hand of welcome to any one who obtains power
in a sister republic by treachery and violence.” Fine words;

_only, as usual, they are contradicted by Mr. Wilson’s deeds.
Let this statement about Huerta be tested by Mr. Wilson’s
record in exactly similar cases when dealing with other
men. In February, 1914, at the very time he was refusing
to recognize Huerta in Mexico, President Wilson recognized

- Colonel Benavides in Peru; although Benavides had ob-
tained hiz power by the exact means which Mr. Wilson de-
nounced in the case of Huerta. The Government of Bena-
vides was founded on assassination, and had no vestige of
‘constitutional authority back of it. It came into power in
February, 1914, when Colonel Benavides led the garrison
troops against the President’s palace, imprizoned the Presi-
dent and assassinated the Minister of War and wvarious
others. Minister McMillan reported these facts fully to the
President., The case against Benavides was far more fla-
grant than that against Huerta ; but President Wilson boldly
“extended the hand of welcome to the man who obtained
power in a sister republic by treachery and violence, and
whose title was based upon assassination and intrigue.”
It is absolutely impossible to accept Mr, Wilson’s statement
as a justification in the case of Huerta unless we admit that
thaf very statement irretrievably condemns him in the case
of Benavides. The only other explanation is that Mr. Wil-
son's statement in the Huerta matter was not intended to



correspond with the facts, but merely to impress well-mean-
ing persons who were ignorant of the fagts.

In both San Domingo and Haiti President Wilson mte:r- '
vened by force on behalf of men who had obtained power
precizely ag Mr. Huerta obtained it. Indeed,.in the case of
Haiti, President Zamor was guilty of far worse conduct.
But S8an Domingo and Haiti were weak and President Wil-
son was willing to act as regards them as he did not venture
to act in Mexico.

- But it is Mr, Wilson’s recognition of Carranza which
more than anything else applies the “acid test,” of which
Mr. Wilson is so fond of speaking, to Mr., Wilson's own
allegations as to why he did not recognize Huerta. Every
argument against Huerta applied with tenfold more truth
and weight against Carranza. Immediately after Mr. Wil-
son recognized Carranza, the latter courtmartialed and shot
a former member of Huerta's cabinet, Garcia Granados,
who had committed no crime whatever except having served
in Huerta’s cabinet. It was a deliberate murder of a man
of good character who was at the time in private life; and
Carranza had already permitted his followers to assassinate
members of the House and membhers of the Senate of the
Mexican Congress. For full particulars I refer vou to the
speech of Senator Fall on June 2d last. On April 8d, 1915,
the Americans resident in the City of Mexico sent to the
Department of State a letter setting forth that Carranza's
troops had without check by him, and acting by his orders,
killed men, outraged women and raided churches, More-
over, Mr. Wilson is himself a witness against his present
ally. . I refer you to the letter of Mr. Wilson's own Secretary
of State of June 4 last. In this letter it is explicitly stated
that Carranzista soldiers i September, 1915, invaded
American territory at several different points, and engaged
in burning and looting American property and killing
American citizens: and, says Mr. Wilson through his Secre-
tary of State, “not only were these murders characterized
by ruthless brutality, but uncivilized acts of mutilation were
perpetrated.” One of these “uncivilized” acts was commit-
ted on September 29th, when some of Carranza's soldiers
captured an American trooper, killed him and cut off his



head and ears. Exactly twenty days later, on October 19th,
Mr. Wilson expressed “pleasure” in informing Carranza
that he recognized him! Since the recognition Carranza's
troope by his orders have treacherously attacked and mur-
dered American soldiers on at least two occasions, If the
acts above recited—which are merely samples of the course
of conduet Carranza had already pursued—do not constitute
“intrigue and assassination, treachery and violence,” then
the words have lost their meaning. Mr. Wilson took “pleas-
ure” in “extending the hand of welcome” to Carranza, whose
own hand is red with the blood of murdered men and women
of his own nation, and whose hands, unlike the hands of
Huerta, were also red with the blood of murdered Ameri-
cans, of murdered American civilians, and of murdered
American soldiers wearing the American uniform. But
President Wilson cared as little for the deaths of these men
as he cared for the honor of the uniform. He with “pleas-
ure extended the hand of welcome” to the man guilty of
their murder. '

Note-sending Not a Success

On September 5th there appeared in the newspapers a
statement by Secretary of the Interior Lane, of Mr. Wilson’s
Cabinet, who is engaged in the humiliating and disgraceful
negotiations Mr. Wilson's government is carrying on with
the Mexican representatives at New London—and, by the
way, as the former negotiations were said to be with the
A, B, C powers, these negotiations, in view of the Mexican
demands for money, might well be called the I. 0. U nego-
tiations. Mr. Lane explained that in endeavoring to get a
‘settlement the American delegates “will not resort to the
note-sending plan,” and he adds that “note-sending has not
been a sueccess.” Mr. Lane is entirely right, and his state-
ment is a condemnation of the entire diplomatic policy of
the President in whose Cabinet he sits. The New York
Times, under date of February 11th, stated that the claims
of Americans and foreigners for the loss of property and
life in Mexico now total about one billion dollars, of which six
hundred millions are due to Americans, and the other four
hundred millions to natives of Germany, England, France,






